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" ZNTRODUCTION:

1n recent months the Board of Trustees of the Peralta Colleges, along with
various individual administrators and faculty members of the Peralta Colleges
Council and the Instructional Council for the District have expressed an.
irterest in compiling relevent information pertaining to the overall grading

* standards and practices within the five Peralta Colleges. The origin of this
“contern is derived from the District's owm experiences with various forms of
nonpunitive grading. Inextricably related is the relationship of these prac-
tices to such issues as traditional academic standards, educational relevance
and viability, and the overall mission and goals of community college education.
While it will not be possible to resolve or even touch upon all of these
issues, it should be recognized that any discussion of grading standards and
practices is cast against this kind of complex background.

The Office of Educational Services for the District has undertaken a rather
comprehensive analysis of the preceding issues and has compiled information
vhich is intended to provide the basis for additional analysis and widespread
discusgion in the months to come.

The issue of nonpunitive grading, as well as that of grading practices and
policies in general, presents itself, initially at least, in three general
parts. The first has to do with attempting to understand what the norms are
among other community colleges in the state as well as those of other segments
of higher education in this country. Associated with this kind of background
is a need for as nuch information as possible.regarding the actual experiences
of these other institutions with their grading policies. Institutional research

- on this subject began to appear in the late 1960's and continues today at '
various colleges and universities around the country. WNo attempt was made to
conduct original research in thesas areas, thus, the Lkanowledge needed to meet
the needs of this part of the study had to be taken from an extensive veview
of the literature on the subject. Therefore, the first part of the study as-
sembled here, deals with the historical background of traditional and non-
punitive grading, the national trends toward innovation and experimentation
with various forms of nonpunitive grading and a review of several studies omn
grading practices and policies in California Community Colleges.

The second dimension of the issue must necessarily deal with the vast and com-
plex array of formal laws, rules, regulations and policy stetements which make
up the legal background to the subject. Each of the different levels of gov-
ernmental decision-making contributes its own set of requirements and minimum
standards which have a direct and immediate bearing upon the formal, as well
as the informal practices which are followed with regard to grading and
student evaluation. The assumption is that the place to bezin is to try

to understand what the formal requirements are and to analyze each successive
layer of proscriptions and prescriptions to see if they are consistent and
logically related. One aspect of this phase of the project was to scrutinize
the individual campus policies in relationship to board policies, Title 5 re-
quirements and statutory, legislative mandates.

* The third, and final portion of this informational effort is devoted to




deseribing the actual shape, form, and general characteristice of the Peralta
grade distributions. It iz all well and good to understand something about the.
background of the academic evaluation phenomena, and to have a clearer picture

as to what the law requires, however, this is not complete unless we have some
sort of empirical idea as to what we are actually doing with regard to grading. -
Any approach to this aspect of the problem naturally raisec a number of related
issues. One of the most obvious is how does Peralta compare with other
districts? Oz, how do the individual Peralta campuses compare with one another?
There is also a logically related concern which calls for information concern-
ing how different departments of the campus compare with one anotiher. More-
over, there are always the new dimensions which are uncovered as one looks deeper
into any problem, Liberalized withdrawals, for example, turn out to be another
alternative grading form, like itc counterparts, CR/NCR, courca repetition,
€orgivenessa, and elimination of the "F" grade. As it developed, this turned

out to be perhaps the most common form of nonpunitive grading currently prac-
ticed in the Peralta District and had to be examined. While all of this may
appear fairly definitive, it barcly scratches the surface. As this office went
out to the colleges and talked with instructors and administrators it became
avare of numerous other kinds of questions with which the study might have been
concerned.

The concluding portion of the project is devoted to bringing together more of
the questions, the unresolved issues and further lines of analysis which might
have been pursued.

The preceding then, is a narrative overview of what this particular study
attempts to do and how it approached the general problem. It is often helpful
tec provide interested parties with a list, a more specific enumeration of the -
questions to which the entire report addresses itself. Therefore, the questions
‘which guided the research have been extracted from the preceding three parts and
are set forth here so that policy planners and decision maliers can see at a
glance and more readily identify the general irame of reference. The follow-
ing is an outline of the major kinds of concerns with whick thic study is
concerned:

1. How do the grading practices in the five Peralta Colleges compare with
each other?

(a) by campus
(b) by department

2. How do the gradihg practices and policics of the Peralta Colleges compare
with otiier sclected Northern California community colleges?

3. How do actual grading practices in the Peralta District compare with the
formal policy positions pertaining to grading?

4., What conclusions can be drawn from comparing grading distributions with
other selectcd variables which might affect grading practices? (Examples:
nature of the subject matter; experience level of the faculty, size of the
department, number of '"withdrawals’ in the department.)

5. How do Peralta's grading practices compare with other community college
campuses around the state; with other post-secondary institutions nation-
ally?

Q ii




6. What is the background behind traditional grading and the recent changes in
grading policies in higher education? What trends exist?

7. What are the issues involved when considering grading policies; what
questions need further study?

iii
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GENERAL BACIIGROUND

Historical Perspectiveg on Grading Practices

‘Faculty evaluation of student performance has been an essential aspect of
American education since the founding of the colonial colleges in the middle

of the 17th century. 1In contrast to the European and the British system of
objective comprehensive examinations administered by institutional authorities,
the American penchant for distinctiveness has produced a unique American alter-
native, whereby student evaluation remains in the subjecitive hands of individual
faculty members. Historically, the symbolic letter grade, assigned at the
discretion of the instructor, has replaced the descriptive comments of excellent,
good, poor, etc. OQOften critized as being too subjective, it is somewhat iron!i-
=21 that in recent years the course grade administered by the faculty has been
under attack as being too cold, detached and objectively impersonal. The

advent of the elective system (initiated at Harvard by Charles Elliot in the
last century, to make way for curricular diversity), the subsequeni aban-
donment of the uniform, prescribed cuwriculum and the astounding growth in
student enrollments in this century, have combined to form the background for
the functional utility of letter grades. Until recent years (about the mid
1960's) the letter grade remained unchallenged as the standard of excellence

and the yardstick by which units of academic currency could be judged.

A typical translation of the letter grade into evaluative terminology along
with corresponding grade points per unit can be summarized as follows:

A Excellent 4 points per unit
B Above Average 3 points per unit
c Average 2 points per unit
D Barely Passing 1 point per unit
T Failure :

Although widely accepted today as the "traditional standard,” the symbolic
letter grade did not come into widespread * use until fairly recently. The
typical pattern of grading in collegiate institutions prior to 1900 was based
upon sometimes rather elaborate descriptive evaluations of students done by
the faculty. These were sometimes reduced to such rubrics as 'excellent,"

“"passed,” "conditional," or "“failed.' Often the student learned only that he had

passed or failed. Stanford University, for example, did not enter letter grades
upon transcripts until as late as 1911.

Student activism and widespread unrest on American college campuses in the
early 1960's led many major American institutions to consider various types of
academic reform. One of the most common recommendations was that something
ought to be done about the preoccupation with grades by students and insti-
tutions alike. Various forms of nonpunitive grading have been considered since
that time, At the University of California, Berkeley, the ‘Report of the
Select Committee on Education'' (often referred to as the fuscatine Report)
recommended that:

1 "The Stanford Observer," Octoter 1966, p.1.
" Charles iiuscatine (Chairman), Education at Berkeley; Report of the Select
Committee on Education, University of California Press, liarch 1965.



A student in good standing should be authorized to take vne
course each term on a pass-no pass basis, Units thus
earned shall be counted in satisfaction of degree recuire-
ments, but shall be disregarded in determining the stu-
dent's grade point average. Except with the consent of

the student's major department, courses thus undertaken
shall not satisfy requirements for the major. '
The Muscatine Report, which was based upon an extensive review of the litera-
ture, a survey of both students and faculty and over a year of deliberations
by the committee aiso recommended "gurther experiments in grading, including
refinements in the present system." '

Review of the Literature

a. Nonpunitive Grading in Higher Education: National Trends

Berkeley was not alone in considering various forms of nontraditional
grading. Ilajor colleges and universities throughout the country have
experimented with various options. Those which have reported on their

experiences include Amherst (Rand- 1967, Dawson 1972), Princeton (Karlins - - - -~

et al, 19569), Dartmouth (Feldmesson 1969), Brandeis (Sgan 1969), Cornell
(Toorajian 1969), the University of Washington (Morishima 1970) which
along with Washington State University (Quaan 1971) has produced several
excellent evaluations of their experience. The University of California,
Berkeley, has also just completed an evaluation of their form of non-
punitive grading (Harrington 1972), which should be available soon.

Yuckor, whe reviewed cthe literature prior to 1969, noted the trend towards
limited pass-fail options. Davidovicz (1973) and Harrington (1972), have
brought that review up to date and substantiated Yuckor's finding that

the major trend seemed to be towards a limited use of a pass-fail, pass-
no pass option. Usually, students are permitted to take no more than one
such course per term, usually restricted to those outside the major.
Burwen (1971) estimates that at the time of his national suxvey (N=

435 institutions) 67.5% of all institutions used some sort of a non-
traditional grade. Quann, vho studied 150 four-year colleges and
universities (1970), found that 607, offer pass-fail or a similar

grading option. A total of 102 of the 150 (85.3%) usced a somewhat
standardized approach with 4, B, C, D, equivalent to ‘pass’’ and "F"
equivalent to failure, no-credit, or no-pass. O0Of the total, 62.7%

allow students to enroll in one course per term; pass-fail being the

most common form at that time. Interestingly, Quann predicted that credit-
no~¢redit, with the further minimizing of the concept of £ailure would

be the forthcoming trend. Quann's breakdown of the nomenclature and

the extent of its use may be instructive:

3 Charles iuceatine (Chairman), Education at Berkeley; Reportvof the Select
Committee on Zducation, University of California Press, ilavch 1966.
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GRADING OPTIONS:
Selected Four-Year Colleges and Universities

Nomenclature ~_ Number . Per Cent
Pass/Fail 56 5.9
Pass/No Pass 15 4.7
Satisfactory/Unsatisfactory . 10 9.8
Credit/No Credit - S S B
Honors, Pass/Fail 2 1.9
Pass, D or F 2 1.9
Other 11* 10.8

*Includes options (one each) of: Distinction, High Pass, Pass,
and No Credit; Honors, High Pass, Pass, and F; High Pass, Pass,
and Fail; Honors, Pass, and No Credit; Pass, No Credit; Pass,

No Report; A, B, C, and No Credit; Credit, F; Credit, 'ithdrawal;
Pass, Unsatisfactory; and Satisfactory E.

.

\
The most comprehensive study or the squect of national trvends was that
conducted by the American Assotiation of College Registrars and Ad-
nmission Officers (AACRAQ.1971)." They surveyed theiry entire 1,696 member
association and collected 1,301 returns, including 27¢ returns from
two-year institutions. They found that 50% of the responding insti-
tutions were using a traditional grading system, 46% had a combined tradi-
tional/non-traditional with only 2% reporting the exclusive use of a
non-traditional system. Pass-no pass is the most common option, as
reported by Quann, with this option most popuiar among the large insti-
tutions. One significant finding is that 61% of the institutions re-
sponding report that fewer than 107 of the studcats take advantage of the
P/NP option. At Berkeley, where theoretically at least, a student could
take up to 1/3 of his courses on a pass-no pass basis, the percent of
courses talken on that basis has risen from 9.97% in 1966 to only 12.47% in
1970 (Harrington 1971).

It is apparent at this juncture to observe that the use of some form of
nonpunitive grading is a national phenomencn that it is still in the
experimental stage at many institutions and that the vast majority of
those using the option do so only on a limited basis. It is also appar-
ent that, pass-no pass at least,; is not taken advantage of even if
available. There are & number of questions which require answers, such
as, which kinds of students use the option, the affect upon overall GPA,
the general impact upon the instiructional program and evaluations by
students and faculty. These kinds of questions have more meaning and
appear less abstract perhaps if one considers some of the goals and moti-
vating factors behind the use of nonpunitive grading. These can be
looked upon as a set of basic assumptions and have been very well
summarized by the Key Reporter (1970), a publication of the national
honorary society, Phi Beta Kappa.

Assumptions Behind Nonpunitive Gfading:

1. Nonpunitive grading (pass-no pass) permits the student to
study and learn without pressure or emotional strain. The
student does not feel repressed or inhibited by a grading
system.

=3-



2. Students have an opportunity to pursue courses in ‘aca-
demically unfamiliar’ areas without fear of poor grades.

3. Students following péss-fail options should display greater
motivation and intellectual curiosity than under traditional
programs.

There are a great many things which we know about the various options of -

nonpunitive grading, however, those caring to make judgments about the

practice should be careful to focus upon the issues of intellectual .
curiosiiy, experimentation in academic areas and increased motivation.
Proponents and detractors alike often become embroiled in debating
findings and aspects of nonpunitive grading practices which are not
germane to these issues. Before looking to the literature for infor-
mation by which to evaluate nongrading practices nationally, it seems
appropriate to report on current trends in the use of nonpunitive grading
in California's community colleges. This section of the study is being
reported on separately for the sake of emphasis, however, the observa-
tions concerning assessment and evaluation of nonpunitive grading apply
equally well to both systems. Hence, these comments will be reserved
until after we have reviewed the California scene,

Nonpunitive Grading in the California Community Colleges

Dietz (1971) reported on a 1970-71 survey of 83 California community
colleges that 55 were pursuing or experimenting with grading policies
that will change the number of students on probation (for example,
giving only A, B, C, and UI grades or allowing studentis to drop certain
grades upon a change of major). In e2ffect, of the Cl institutions which
responded on this portion of the survey, 47.9% indicated that at that
time (1970-71) they had some form of mnonpunitive grading. Smith (1970),
who reviewed all of the 1860-56S and 1969-70 community college catalogs
in California, reports that 61% of the institutions have ceither a
limited credit/no credit program or will allow students to withdraw
without penalty past the 12th semester week. The same researcher,
reporting on a 1969-70 survey of 94 public community colleges estimates.
that at almost one quarter of the college, and at least 50% of the
faculty were using an actual or de facto ABCY system., Vhile somewhat
dated, this finding is particularly significant since it mesr ves the
actual use frequency of a nonpunitive grading option. This . a far
more important index to community college practices than a

count of institutions which may have nonpunitive grading policies but
where faculty are not using then, Smith also found that 30% of the
institutions (n=33) only 57 of the faculty was using ABCIF. At the other
end of the coantinuum 14% (n=14) reported that betwecen 90 and 100% of
the faculty was actually using this form of nonpunitive grading.

One of the difficulties enzountered in attempting to understand the
extensiveness of nonpunitive grading in California's commnnity colleges
are the great many formal systems currently in use. There are as many
as 15 letter grades available to the student throushcut the system with
an almost infinite variety of ponlicies relating to the circumstances

i



under vhich they apply.l'r
Dietz has classified the various forms of nonpunitive grading into
five general catagories. He counted the number of institutions in
California which fall into each grouping and reports on individual
variations within each group.

1. Liberalized Withdrawals: (n=20)

Twenty California community colleges have moved from early
in the term withdrawals to the 8th, 12th or even the 20th
week of the semester. Eight allow unrestricted iI's up to
the final examination and three permit a nonpunitive W at
any time, even after the final examination.

2. Credit/No Credit (n=16)

There are sixteen institutions that reported that they
vere using or planned to use CR/NCR grades. Ten were
using them extensively, four on a limited basis and two
were considering CR/NCR proposals. The major variations
involved when the college requires electing the CR/NCR
option and if and when the student can change back to a -
letter grade during the term. :

3. Torgiveness of Penalty Grades:. (n=10)

At the time of the survey (1971) ten colleges indicated

that thgy were following the practice of forgiving penalty
grades, Originally intended to apply to students changing
from a transfer curriculum to an A.A. terminal degree program,
this practice of forgiving penalty grades is now being in-
terpreted by state authorities and by individual campuses

to permit forgiveness of penalty grades not in the new curric-
ulum any time a student changes his major.

& Lawrence G. Smith found 22 ‘'unusual grades' assigned in California
Community Colleges, 1963-69, 1969-1970. Study Materials Relating to
Grades and Grading, (1970), Table 3-1 .

5 Part VI, Division 2, Chapter 7 (ss 51602, formerly 131.7) of Title 5.,
California Administrative Code is interpreted to mean that any 'unsat-
igfactory grades' ('F') which is outside the specific curriculum which
the district accepts towards & degree, as shown by the college catalog,
will not be counted when computing a student's GPA. Thus, if a student
changes his major, any course which is not satisfactory (necaning any
penalty grade) which does not specifically count towards the degrec
in the new major curriculum, will be excluded when computing the GPA.
Thus, the term "forgiveness.” See the section on statutory provisions
for further elaboration. Chaptcr 7 will be replaced by Chapter 8 on
September 1, 1973, but retains this provision.
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4: Elimination of I Grades (n=13)

Thirteen colleges reported that they had either eliminated
the "F" grade or vere seriously considering doing so and
had experimental programs already in effect or under discus-
sion. Only three institutions had officially eliminated the
F grade as of the 1970-71 academic year, one institution had
done so in practice and the remaining nine were ''studying
grading systems which do not include D's or F's."

5. Replacement of Penalty Grades by Repetition of Courses (n=5)

The practice of permitting a student to repeat a course in
vhich they have earned a D" or an "F'" was reported in five
community colleges. This is a practice where the first
grade is lined out, not erased, on the transcript. Neither
the units nor grade associated with the first attempt is
included when computing the student's GPA. The general
practice is to limit the number of times a course may be 6
repeated and to exclude courses taken at another college.
In summary then, we can observe that the California community colleges
have followed the national trend in experimenting with different
nonpunitive pgrading options. One apparent distinction lies in the

more extensive use of the pass~fail option by the four year institu-
tions and the community college preference for the credit/no credit
concept. This is of irtere:st because it reflects the logical extension
of the nonpunitive philosophy at its next stage of development. It was
at this point in time where community colleges took up the debate,
The senior institutions were generally three to five years ahead of the
community colleges in California in this respect. Furthermore, 24% of
the cormunity colleges in California were using the more liberalized
withdrawal option in 1970 (Dietz) as compared to less than 10% of the
institutions in a survey of 150 four-year colleges and universities

in the same year (Quann).

6 Dietz (1971) notes that Sacramento State University and the University
of California system also permit replacement of penalty grades. It
would appear however, so far as community colleges are concerned, that
repeating a course is in direct conflict with Title 5., Div. 6,
Chapter 1, (ss 55002) which defines standards for graded courses.
Sub-section (f) of Section 55002 provides that ‘'enrollment cannot be
repeated except in unusual circumstances and with the prior written
permission from the district superintendent or his authorized repre-
sentative or representatives.'" The County Counsel should be consulted
on this point.
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c. Assessnent and Evaluation

Any assessment concerning the frequency, extent and variations on non-
punitive grading options should include several immediate observations.
First, while we know that the majority of American colleges and uni-
versities have experimented with different grading practices, we really
don't knov very mach about how extensively the various options are really
used by faculty or by students. Secondly, there is probably a consider-
able discrepancy between even official college policy and practice which
has not always been allowed for in the studies cited. Thus, a statement
about frequencies which reflects the number of institutions using or
experimenting with nonpunitive grading (67%) might look far different if
one were to measure the percentage of faculty and studenis using any

one of the various forms previously described. With these caveats in
mind it is still possible, nevertheless, to conclude that nonpunitive
grading represents a significant phenomenm common o most institutions
of higher education in America today. It must be recalled that it began
as a response to well articulated demands for academic reform (consider
for example many of the themes in Nevitt Sanford's The American College
1962) and more specifically, with repeated criticisms concerning grading
practices (Heist 1962; ilannelo 1964; Collins 1965; Decker 1963; G'Banion
1959), The arguments were many, generally centered around the theme of
improving learning, and obviously persuasive. Thus, the nature of the
issue has shifted. It is no longer a matter of whether academis insti-
tutions will attempt experimentation with non-traditiomal patteuns, or
even how many will try. The real issue today (1973) is whether the
basic premise upon which nonpunitive grading was based has been borne

out in practice. Or put another wé}, has the reduction in tension asso-
cisted with nonpunitive grading xeally improved learning?

The definition of learning and criteria to measure it are of course at

the erux of the matter. It was, after all, the lack of any agreed upon
definition of knowledge and the absence of any really precise way to
measure the learning process--even if onc assumes that it can be mear
sured--that led to the evolution of the symbolic letter grade in the first
place. The ldter grade standard which emerged in response to the knowledge
revolution, course proliferation and the general prowth of student popula-
tions--is the very thing at issue. Albeit an arbitrary measure, the letter
grade standard has retained its universal acceptance, 5o much so, that even
today, after several years of experience with nonpunitive grading, most

of the attempts at evaluation still use the A-TF yardstick to measure the
effectiveness of nonpunitive grading programs. This presents quite a paradox.

Actually, very little effort has redly gone into the attenpts to adequately
evaluate the impact of nonpuunitive grading upon the learning process. Weens
et al (1971) reports that 35% of the institutions with pass-fail options had
no evaluative data on their programs.

Berkeley (Harrington 1971), the University of Washiagton (lorishima 1970),
Brandecis (Sgan 1969) and Washington State (Quann 19¢71) are the excep-
tions and do provide some basis for evaluation of various nonpunitive
grading efforts. Berkeley has found that approximately 407 of under-
graduates have used the pass-fail option, with about 127 of the total
enrolliment in under-graduate courses on a pass-fail basis. Harrington
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using a stratified, random sample of 1205 undergraduatc..students at
Berkeley in the winter quarter 1971, reports on several general findings.
"Students were found to have very negative attitudes towards grading"
(Harrington 1971). The majority stated that they would prefer no grades
at all, if adequate provisions could be made for graduate schod, trans-
fers and fellowships. These findings are supported by those of Sgan
1969, Karlins et all, 1969, Cromcr 1959. One of Harrington's most
significant contributions to the literature is & differentiation of
student types and an analysis of their reactions to traditional and non-
punitive grading. This represents an extremely important finding since
it helps to explain much of the confusion which exists concerning student
attitudes towards pass-fail systems, Using the F Test for an analysis

of variance, Harrington identified three distinct groups of tudents--
those with a wycational orientation, 'identity seelkers'and student
activists., The "vocationalists,'' those who view education as preparation
for jobs and careers, had significantly more negative attitudes towards
pass-no pass courses and actually took fewer such courses. They tend

to consider grades reasonable, fair and a good source of motivation.
TIdentity seekers,' those seeking personal fulfillment in college,

(using their education to develope a sense of identity and to learn to
enjoy life) were most vehement in their dislike of traditional grading.
They also use the nonpunitive options vhen they are available. This
group tends to identify with the collegiate tradition of viewing edu-
cation as a preparation for life, the development of the vhole person,
with the pursuit of knowledge for its own sake. The ‘'social activists,"
those highly involved in social, athletic, and reactional activities,
report no significant reasons for or against pass-fail courses. They
are slightly in favor of the option, but are essentially neutral. In
short, Harrington has demonstrated the hazards of making generaliza-
tions concerning student attitudes towards nonpunitive grading.

Research findings which do not make these distinctions are therefore

in danger of having one group simply cancel out the other, if the

sample is taken from a normal distribution, or of significantly skewing
the results if the sample is heavily weighted by one type of student over
another. This is particularly important to resecarchers attempting to
measure student attitudes in community colleges, which have attracted
students who often have a highly vocational orientation.

One of the persistent issues involving nonpunitive grading is that

of comparative student achievement. Of all the undergraduates enrolled
in pass-fail courses at Berlkeley in the fall of 1970, &87.5% received

a pass and 6.9% a not pass. Of the total letter grades given to under-
graduates, 37.5% received A, B, or C and 5.7% received D or F (Harrington
1971). On this measure the tvo groups are almost equal. On the other
hand, Harrington found that the average student attempts a grade of Bf
in the letter grade courses but only expects to receive a B. However,
students indicated that had their P/NP course been a letter grade, they
would probably received a B-. In other words, students indicate that
their grade achievement in P/NP courses is slightly lower than achicve-
ment expected in letter graded courses. Helville and Starm (1967) £found
that grades of students enrolled in pass-fail courses increased directly
in proportion to the numbei of pasc-fail courses the students took,

even though the mean academic performance within pass-fail courses was
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lowered. Gold and Reilly, et al on the other hand, in a 1271 study at
Courtland College, using a better controlled experiiental design found
no cocmpensatory improvement in pacs-fail courses, cven after students
returned to a system of traditional grading. Somehow, taling pass-fail
courses had an adverse effect on college achievement--when measured in
traditional terms. Sgan (1970) and Quann (1971) also found that students
do less well under pass-fail grading. At the University of Washington,
Quann found that students who did not differ significantly in GPA
initially, were far apart after one group took pass-fail courses. Those
in the traditional program received five times as many A's and 50% more
B's than pass-fail students. At Brandeis, Sgan discovered that sopho-
mores and juniors received poerer grades under pass-fail than they did
under letter grading. These findings can probably best be explained by
the differential effect that traditional grading has upon different types
of students (Harrincton 1C71). Helville and Stamm's report that CPA
improves and Gold and Reilly's findings that it doesn't improve might

be reconciled if allowances were made for the type of -tucdent that

they were measuring. Vocationally oriented students may well perform
better under traditional grading and do less well under pass-fail, where-
as the reverse might be true for the ''identity ceekers' identified by
Harrington. We do know that moderate levels of anxiety do improve
achievement for sufficiently goal oriented individuals (Osler 1954;
Burke K 1968). Certainly, additional research is needed on this important
point. v

One of the common misconceptions is that students who opt for nonpunitive
grading are poor academic achievers., Stallings, Wolf, and iloelor (1969)
have found that pass-fail students have a higher GPA, carry higher course
loads and are no more anxicus about tests than a control group of A-F
students., Harrington (1971) also found that students with higher GPA
use pass=fail courses 1% times more often than students with low grade
point averages.

So far as preparation for class is concerned, Rarlins (196S) discovered
that students in traditional letter grade courses completed 80% of their
lectures, pass-fail students on the other hand reported that they.had
done 617 cof their readings and attended 74% of their lectures. Students
at Berkeley report that they do study less in their pass-fail courses,
however, significantly, they rated the amount of learning to be the same
as in lecter graded courses (Harrington 1971). Berkeley students also
report that they do not feel their classroom behavior was different in
such areas as attendance, participation and the amount of learning.

One set of final observaticucs is worthy of note. Institutions that have
evaluated their pass-fail programs have discovered that students do

not rush to take advantage of pass-fail grading even where it is avail-
able. At Berkeley, although total lower division course eunrollments
increased slightly from 1963-1970, the number of lower division pass-fail
course enrollments decreased from 3937 to 3136, oi a drop of 20%
(Harrington 1971). This is not true of pass-fail generally since it
has risen approximately 20%, however, it does indicate that it is the
upper division student that finds pass-fail most atiractive. Ioreover,
the evidence indicates that those szlecting pass~fail courses do so so
as to have more time for their major (Cromer 1969), or use the extra
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time to relax ip some of their course work (Weems 1671). Finally, as
one researcher observed, 'most schools do not have major problems with
pass-fail grading because they offer it only as a limited option"
(Neecham 1970). Only a small mumber of jnstitutions are run completely
on a pass-fail system (at least among the senior institutions); very
few students graduate with more than 10% of their grades in pass-fail
form (Hofellor 1971, Warren 1971).7

7 For a more comprehensive set of questions that should be asked, see:
W. 1. Stallings, "Pass-Fail Grading Option," School and Society, Harch
16, 1968,
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LEGAL BASIS AND POLICY STATEMENTS ON GRADING STANDARDS
Overview:

Codified administrative law pertaining to academic standards and grading
policies 1s generated at four different governance levels. It 1is found
in (1) those statutory provisions enacted by the California Legislature;
. (2) rules and implementing administrative regulations promulgated by

executive bodies such as the State Board of Education and the Board of
Governors of the California Community Colleges; (3) community college
district rules and regulations as adopted by the community college boards
of trustees; and (4) college policies and guidelines developed by the

governmental structure at the campus level and found in the college cata-
log.

This is an informal attempt to review applicable provisions of law and
administrative policy and to analyze the overall formal-legal framework
behind grading standards and policies in the Peralta District.l The objec-
tives are two-fold: (1) to collect the appropriate Code sections and
policy statements and assemble them into one package so that interested
parties can conduct their own analysis. (See Appendix II A, B, and C);

(2) to identify at least a few of the more obvious legal questions involved
and to provide an informal narrative analysis of these issues.

Constitutional Background:

The ultimate responsibility for setting academic grading standards in the
community colleges in California rests with the Legislature. Article 9,
Section 14 of the Constitution of California empowers the Legislature, by
general law, "to provide for the incorporation and organization of school
districts, high school districts and junior college districts...."

California Statutory Provisions:

The Legislature has provided, as part of the organization, a requirement

that '"no State funds shall be appertioned to any district on account of
the attendance of students enrolled in a community college course unless

the course was offered in an educational program and approved by tha Board
of Governors? of the California Community Colleges." (Education Code,
Section 25516.5 of Part IV, Division 18.5, Chapter 3, Article 1). That

1Any actual conflicts or questions of law which may be identified should be
referred to the Alameda County Counsel.. This is not a legal opinion, but
only a survey of codifled provisions. No attempt has been made to research
either common law or constitutional questions which may be involved.

2peference is to the Board of Governors, California Community Colleges (BGCCC}
vhich has succeeded to the duties, powers, purposes, responsibilities, and juris-
diction formerly vested in the State Board of Education. (EC, Section 197).

The Board has powers to adopt such rules and regulations, not inconsistent

with law as are necessary for its own government and to enable the board to
carry out all powers and responsibilities vested in it by law. (EC, Section
193).
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body, hereinafter referred to as the BGCCC, has been charged with the
responsibility of "fixing minimum standards entitling digtricts to receive
State aid...." (Education Code, Section 25510). 1t is further provided
that the BGCCC shall establish criteria and standards for graded classes
in grades 13 and 14 (EC, Section 25511), and that they shall investigate
each community college once a year to insure that the minimum standards
have been met (EC, Section 25310.5). Thus, the Legislature has delegated
a prescribed degree of authority to a State regulatory agency, but limited
its rule-making to establishing minimum standards. The State Board's dis-
cretion is further limited by the specific requirements that:3

1. Any course of study be designed to fit the needs of community
college students by offering transfer, vocational and liberal
arts courses. (EC Section 25516 and 22651);

2. fthe minimum requirement for graduation from a two-year community

college course of study shall be at least sixty credit hours of
work., (EC Section 25517.5);

3. The governing board of each district maintaining a community
college shall prescribe requirements for graduation from
community college courses. (EC Section 25517).

After setting forth these prescriptions and limitations, the Legislature
then mandates that ''courses of instruction and educational programs shall
be prepared under the direction of the governing board of each community
college district." Each district is then required to submit its program
to the BGCCC for its approval, with the exception that the local board
""'shall estatlish policies for and approve individual courses...without
referral to the Board of Governors'(EC Section 25515.5).

Title 5, California Administrative Code:

The Board of Governors of the California Community Colleges (BGCCC) has
minimum scholarship standards, as provided for in Education Code, Section
25510, appear in Title 5 of the California Administrative Code (Part VI).
The applicable areas are: Division 2, Chapter 4, 'Standards of Scholar-

ship,” and Chapter 7 or 8, "Degrees and Certificates," and Division 6,
Chapter 1, "Course of Study."

~—Standards of Scholarship (Division 2, Chapter 4, 7 & 8):

Taker in summary form, it is the local district governing board that shall
determine the grading practices to be used by community colleges in Califor=~
nia (Title 5, Section 51301). Title 5 requires that grading practices "be
based on sound academic principles" and that they in turn shall coanfirm to
two basic standards: (&) credit courses shall be graded, on a grading

3A general limitation which is indirectly involved is that found in Part I,
Division 2, Chapter 1, Article 2, (Section 152) which holds that the board
Q shall adopt rules and regulations not inconsistent with the laws of the State.
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scale, or (b) they may be evaluated on a credit-no credit (CR/NCR) basis.®
(Title S, Section 51301) It is mandated that the grading practice adopted
by the local board be published as a part of the coilepe catalog. Title 3
also makes it permissive for the governing board to provide for withdrawal
without penalty for students who withdraw from a class before the deadline
established by the board. (Title 5, 51301, EC 255:0).

The local board 1is required to adopt ‘credit-no cradit probation rules;
all other students under a standard grading plan ghall be placed on proba-
tion if they earn a grade point average below 2.0 in all units attempted.
The local board must file a copy with the Chancellor's office of any rules
which set forth circumstances that shal). warrant exceptions to these
standards. (Title 5, Section 51303). The same principle appiies to dis-
missal rules. The minimum requirement. set forth s that a regularly graded
student be dismissed 1f earning a grade point average of less than 1.75 in
all units attempted in each of three consecutive semesters (5 consecutive
quarters). (Title 5, Section 51304).

--Degrees and Certificates

Title 5 regulations governing this area are currently in a state of tgansi—
tion, the old Chapter 7 being phased out and replaced with Chapter 8.
Essentially, the local board has the authority to award the AA (Section 51602)
or the AS degree (Section 51603). The minimum standard set by the BGCCC

is that the student must have "completed from 60-64 semester hours of work

in a curriculum which the district accepts towards the degree (as shown by
its catalog)" with 12 hours of the required credit hours secured in residence
at the community college. (Chapter 7, Section 51602). It is further
stipulated that the student must have completed certain specified curriculum
requirements.,

There are several important distinctiomnsbetween Chapter 7 and Chapter 8 which
can best be summarized be setting them forth in the following comparative

table:
Chapter 7, Division 2 Chapter 8, Division 2
(Pre-September 1, 1971) (Post September 1, 1973)
Section 51610 Section 51621 i
"Satisfactorily completed' means “"Satisfactorily completed" defined in

4Title 5, Part 1V, Division 2, Chapter 4, Section 51302 makes it permissive
for a local board to offer credit courses in either or both of two categories
(1) courses wherein all students are evaluated on 2 credit-no- credit
basis; (2) courses wherein each student may elect on registration or within
such time thereafter as the district governing board may determine by rules
and regulations whether the basis of his evaluation is to be credit-no credit.
or a grading scale. See also Section 51308 which requires that the CR/NCR
courges be identified in the college catalog.

W

Chapter 7 (of Diwvision 2, Part VI, Title 5) shall remain in effect until
September 1, 1973, when it shall be replaced by Chapter 8. However, a local
board may adopt the Chapter 8 standards on or after July 1, 1972 if the board
adopzed regulations consistent with the provisions of Chapter 8.
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either credit earned on a credit-
no credit basis on a GPA of 2.0
(Grade C on a2 5 point scale with

" zero for an F) or better in 13th
and 1l4th year graded courses in the
curriculum upcn which the degree is
based.

516206 :
Gaverning board of a district main-
taining a community college shall
confer AA degree upon student in
grades 13 and 14 after satisfaction
60-64 hours "in a curriculum which
the district accepts toward the de-
gree (as shown by its catalog) with
12 hours of residence." The 60-64
semester hours must include:

(a) 20 hours in a specified field
of study;

(b) 3 semester hours in Constitu-
tion of U.S., American Higtory,
American Institutions, ideals and
principles of state and local gov-
ernment... satisfactorily passing ap
examination on those subjects;

(¢) two semester hours of comm. and
personal hygiene;

(d) two semester hours in P.E, (120
per week, with exception under EC,
8702); '

{(e) such requirements in oral and
written English as the governing
board of district may establish.

same manner, except there is no reference

‘to a 5 point scale or an "F" grade.

51623 .

The governing board of a community college
district shall confer (note difference)’
AA degree.

(no change)

(a) 18 semester units in a discipline as
listed in the community colleges "Classi-
fication of Instructional Disciplines;"8
(b) 15 units of general education which
shall include at least one ccurse in each
of the following areas:

(1) Natural Sciences (chemistry, shysics,

biology;

(2) Social Sciences (economics, political
science; socioclogy);

(3) Humanities (lanpuages, literature,
rhilosophy, fine arts)

(4) Learning skills, oral & written commur
cation, logic, mathematics, & statistics.
Students may elect to satisfy partially
the general ed. requirements for a
baccalaureate degree at the California

. State Colleges in accordance w/provisions

cf Sec. 40405 of this title.

(c) Ethnic studies courses shall be off-
ered in one or more of the areas listed
in subdivision (b).

6Formerly Title 5, Section 131.7

7Query: Is a unified district a cbmmunity co;lege district?

8This would appear to limit the local board to conferring associate of arts
degrees in only those disciplines so classified.
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The community college may determine
which courses satisfy the requirements.

Governing board may make exception Governing board may make exception
to residence requirement in hard- to residence requirement in hard-
ship cases. ship cases.

There are seversgl summary comments which may be made. In general the new
Chapter 8 recognizes a much broader curriculum as being part of the manda-
tory requirements for an associate in &srts or science degree. Most dramatic
is the requirement for ethnic studies courses.? Also of significance is the
elimination of the "F" grade,a specific requirement for ccurses in the
U.S. Constitution, American History, Institutioni and Ydeals, and the
omission of any reference to physical education, 0 The number of majors

" appears tc be limited tr only those specified in the '"Classificaticn of
Instructional Disciplines." (Sc¢ction 52210, Divisicn 3). The new provi-
sions permit the college, rather than the local board, to determine which
courses satisfy the requirements. It should also be noted that the new
Chapter 8 permits the students to partially satisfy general education re-
guirements for the baccalaureate degree at the California State Collepes.

~-Course of Study (Division 6, Chapter 1):

Chapter 6, beginning with Section 55000 of Title 5, defines ccurse as am
“organized pattern of instruction," which must meet certain criteria. It
must provide credit toward an associate degree, be part of an occupational
program or be apprcved by the local board and acceptable as a transfer
course at the University of California or the California State Universities
(55001). A graded course is required to meet all of six standards: (1)
the content must be organized to meet the requirements of Chapter 7 1
(Degrees & Certificates); (2) it is offered as described in the collepe
catalog, with an accurate description of the course content, with a course
outline available at the college; (3) only those students who have met the
prerequisites for the course are enrolled; (4) it ie subject to the pub=-
lished standards of matriculation, attendance and achievement of the
college; (5) enrollees are awarded marks or grades on the basis of methods
of evaluation set forth by the college and are subject tc the standards

of retention set forth in Chapter 4 (Standards of Scholarship); (6) enroll-
ment cannot be repeated except in unusual circumstances and with prior
written permission from the district superintendent or his authorized repre-
sentative.

Summary :

This review and analysis of the Califournia Education Code and the Admin-
istrative Code, Title 5 provisions relating to academic standards in

9see EC, Section 25516.3 as added by Stat. 1971, Chapter 1245.

10See EC, Section 25520 as added by Stat. 1970, Chapter 702.

11This should be amended to read Chapter 8 after September 1, 1573.
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California cormmunity colleges should be augmented by specific reference
to the code sections cited where issues arise. It can be stated generally
that the Legislature, under the “minimum standards" concept, has delegated
grading standards to the Board of Governors of the California Community
Colleges. The local districts, however, have the initial legislative
authority to determine graduation requirements, set probation, withdrawal,
and dismissal practices, and approve all courses. They are restricted,
however, to "sound academic principles (undefined) and basic standards

as get forth by the BGCCC in Title 5. There are separate provisions in
Title for traditionally graded classes and those identified by the local
board as "credit-no credit." The local board sets standards for “credit-
no credic" coursee and is permitted to provide for withdrawal without
penalty for students who withdraw from class before the deadline set by
the local board. Under Chapter 8, the local district may still forgive

a student for any unsatisfactory grades ("F') when computing the GPA,
which were completed outside the specific curriculum which the district
accepts toward a degree. The practice of local districts eliminating the
"F" grade would seem to be supported by the omission of any reference to
the five-point grading scale with "F" as zero in the new Title 5, Section
51622 of Chapter 8 of Division 2.12 The common practice of replacing the
lower grade with a better grade when a student repeats a course is appar-
ently in conflict with Section 55602(f) of Title 5, Part IV, Division 6,
Chapter 1. This section stipulates that as a course standard, enrollment
cannot be repeated except in unusual circumstsnces and with the prior
vritten permission from the district superintendent.1

12Note. however, that Chapter does not take effect until September 1, 1973,

although districts may adopt the new provisions as of July 1, 1972,
13A County Counsel's opinion should be obtained on this point.
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The Peralta Colleges

The preceding analysis of the Education Code and applicable Title 5 regula-
tions relating to grading and general academic standards provides a basis
for examining the various policies in Peralta that pertain to these issues.
In general, there are three broad topic areas which can be identified as:

(1) Standards of Scholarship
(2) Degrees and Certificates
{3) Courses of Study

Board policy on these subjects is contained in the Peralta Board

Policy Manual (BPM). Individual campus policies, as well as district-wide
policfes established by the Board of Trustees are contained in the individual
college catalogs. The entire text of relevant sections from each source
have been reproduced and appear in Appendix II (B).

I. BOARD POLICY

1. Standards of Scholarship

In accordance with the permissive provisions of Title 5, Section 51302,
the Peralta BPM (Section 6.21) authorizes each Peralta College to offer

courses in either or both of the following: *

(1) Courses wherein all students are evaluated on a credit-no credit
basis; )

(2) Courses wherein each student may elect on registration or within
a reasonable time thereafter, whether the basis of his evaluation
is to be a credit-no credit or a letter grade.

In the absence of a specific description in the collepe catalog, a

course is presumed to be offered on a letter grade basis. The Peralta
BPM covers each of eight essential elements covered in Division 2,

Chapter 8, Title 5, beginning with Section 51300. These include: the
choice on CR/NCR, use of a grading scale, publication mandate to colleges,
withdrawal procedures, transfer of CR/NCR from other institutionms. later
conversion of CR/NCR to a letter grade, establishing standards for CR/NCR.
Six of these are in the Peralta BPM, Section 6.21, the other two, "estab~
lishing standards,” and "withdrawal procedures" are dealt with in BFM
Section 6.22 and 5.14 respectively.

Peralta BPM, Section 6.22 provides for probation status if a student has
no-credit grades in half of the totsl courses attemp<ed; and dismissal
if the no-credit grades exceed three-quarters of total courses attempted.
A letter gvaide student must maintain a 2.0 average in all units attempted
during the preceding term or be placed on probation. Dismissal will
result 1f his GPA in each of three consecutive semesters or five consecu-
tive quarters is below 1.75.

Peralta BPM, Section 5.14 requires that each “college publish in its
catalog its regulations concerning dropping of classes and withdrawal
from college, both official and unofficial." The dates within which
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students may drop classes and/or withdraw from college, either with or
without penalty, will be published in the college calendar.

Peralta BPM, Section 5.20 also deals with "Scholarship and Probation
and requires that each college publish procedures that will insure the
implementation of Section 131, Art, 15 of Title 5 (now renumbered as
Sections 51303 and 51304).

2. Degrees and Certificates

Peralta BPM, Section 6.20 deals with the "Requirements for Degrees and
Certificates.” It is modeled after Chapter 7 or Division 2 of Title 5,
‘beginning with Section51600. ~In general it requires maintaining-a -~
2.0 GPA on the five point scale (which includes the "F" grade), 12 units
in residence at the college, 60 semester hours or 90 quarter hours for
the associate degree, 20 semester, 30 quarter hours in a ‘'specified

field of study" and meeting all of the U.S. Constitution, personal
hygiene, P.E., and English requirements as specified in Title 5.14 1¢
should be noted that Chapter 7 is. to be replaced by Chapter & of Divi-
sion 2 on September 1, 1973. (See the analysis of the two chapters in
the preceding section of this document.) There are numerous substantive
differences pertaining to authorized majors, curriculum, and course

load which will have to be reconciled with the new requirements. The

new Chapter 8 requirements omit any reference to physical education,
however, EC, Section 25520 does still make it a mandate that "all pupils
enrolled in the community college, except pupils excused, shall be re-
quired to attend upon the courses of physical education for a minimum

of 120 minutes per week.' (As amended by Stat. 1970.) A County Counsel's
opinion should be obtained to clarify this apparent conflict.

3. Courses of Study

There is no express section in the Peralta BPM dealing with standards
for graded courses which parallels Title 5. HMany, but not all of the
essentizl elements of Chapter 1, Division 6, beginning with Section
55000 are made express or implied in the other sections of the Peralta
BPM already discussed. The most relevent aspect of Chapter 1, Division
6 deals with "standards" for graded courses (Section 55002). These
include standards of course content, accurate descriptions in the cat-
alog, course outlines, prerequisite stipulations, published standards
of matriculation, attendance and achievement and an express bar apainst
repeating a course except in unusual circumstances. While there i1s no
express Title 5 requirement that these be adopted, it could be implied
from the general language establishing local board responsibilities
that there should be rules and regulations governing these various prac-
tices.

1l’Reference is made to EC, Section 8162. This section was enacted by Stat. 1959,
Chapter 2 and was repealed when Division 7 (Education Program) of Part 2 was
added by Stat. 1968. The mandatory P.E. requirement now appears as Section
25520 of Chapter 3, Article 1 of Division 18.5 of the Education Code, however,
the exemption section specifying grounds has been repealed.
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II. COLLEGE POLICIES

The academic standards and grading policies published in the college catalogs
of each of the five Peralta Colleges were analyzed and compared with the
policy statement in the Peralta EPM. They were also analyzed and compared
with one ancther.

Figire 1(p.21a,b)contains information extracted from the 1972-73 catalops
irom College or Alameda, Feather River College, North Peralta Community

- College, Laney and Merritt Colleges. It would be impossible to compare all
aspects of their catalogs in detail, however, seven selected areas of major
interest were studied in detail.

1; Attendance Policies

Alameda and Feather River are alike in that they both set a college
policy providing that a student may be dropped if.,absences exceed the
number of times the class meets in a week. Alameda, however, leaves

it up to the instructor whereas Feather River requires that the student
be reported to the Dean of Student Personnel Services who has the
option to drop. North Peralta, Laney and Merritt leave the decision
up to the instructor, but offer suggestions in the catalog for the
student to consider.

2. Grading Systems

Alameda, Feather River, and North Peralta use the "full spectrum™ of
grading options which include A, B, C, D, I, W, CR, NCR. Laney uses _
the A-F, I and W, but have no CR/RCR courses set forth in their catalog.
Merritt and North Peralta have all the options of Alameda, Feather River
and North Peralta, but have eliminated the “F” (A-D, I, CR, NCR, W)

(Page 18-19 Merritt Catalog, 1972-73; Fage 19 North Peralta Catalog).

3. Credit/No Credit Policy

All campuses except Laney have CR/NCR options. There 1s considerable
variation, however, pertaining to the stipulations and limitations
imposed.

(2) Open vs Designated Courses

Three of the four campuses with CR/NCR options limit them to ccurses
expressly designated in the college catalog (Alameda, North Peralta,
Merritt). Feather River makes it the student's responsibility to
check with the individual instructors concerning their grading
policies (Page 22 Feather River College Catalog).

(b) Number of CR/NCR Per Term:

Three of the four campuses with CR/NCR options limit the student to
one such course per term (Alameda, Feather River, North Peralta).
Merritt's catalog contains no limitation on the number of courses
a student can take per quarter, but cautions students planning to
transfer that the number of CR/NCR may be limited by the college
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to which they may plan to transfer. It suggests that students
~consult the catalog of the college to which they intend to transfer
(Page 20 Merritt College Catalog).

(¢} Time Period in Which to Make Choice

Alameda requires that a student must decide if he is to take a
course CR/NCR by the end of the fourth week of the quarter.

North Peralta gives the student until the end of the sixth week.
Feather River and Merritt impose no such time limit in the cataloeg.

(d) Limitations on CR/NCR Pertaining to Major

Three of the four colleges offering the CR/NCR option exclude
the option to courses taken in the student's major (Feather
River, North Peralta, Merritt). Alameda's catalog contains no
such exclusion statement.

(e) Changing CR/NCR to Letter Grade

Three of the four colleges offering the CR/NCR option state in
their catalog that CR/NCR courses may not be changed to a letter
grade (Alameda, North Peralta, Merritt). Feather River has no
express catalog prohibition concerning this issue.

(f) Prerequisites to Takinpg CR/NCR Courses

North Peralta imposes a prerequisite of 12 semester units completeéd
with a 2.0 average. There is no such prerequisite impcsed by the
college catalog in the other colleges. It should be rememtered,
however, that Feather River requires that students consult with
each instructor conceruning his grading policies. Thus, the
instructor may impose his own prerequisites. MNorth Peralta also
stipulates that any student who receives a NCR in two courses is
no longer to take CR/NCR courses.

Withdrawal Policy

Essentially, all of the Peralta Colleges have a nonpunitive course with-
drawal policy. Three of the colleges state in their catalog that a
student may drop a course at any time during the semester or quarter.
(North Peralta, Laney and Merritt). College of Alameda goes on to in-
dicate that 1f a student withdraws from a class before the end of the
fourth week, there will be no record on the student‘'s transcript. How-
ever, if the student withdraws after that date, he receives the "W"
grade. Alameda further indicates that the last day for withdrawal is
the last day of the final. Thus, Alameda has basically the same policy
as North Peralta, Laney and Merritt, but is simply more specific in
their catalog. Feather River, on the otherhand, implies that the student
will be penalized if he drops after the fifth week of the quarter. The
applicable sentence reads: ''Classes- may be dropped through the fifth
week of the quarter without penalty.”" (Feather River Catalog, Pape 21.)
This would tend to imply that 1f the student drops after the fifth week,
he will be penalized. The catalog is quite vague on this pcint.
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5.

Chronic Withdrawal Policy

Alameda, Feather River, North Peralta and Merritt provide that where the
number of W's equal or exceed the number of units completed, the student
must petition the college for readmission. Laney's catalog contains no
reference to any penzlties for chronic withdrawals.

Prohation and Dismissal Policies

411 of the Peralta Colleges have probation and dismissal policies which
are essentially the same. To summarize: A full-time student who has

a GPFA which falls below 2.0 shall be placed on pro:ation. 1If.

the student's GPA falls below 1.75, he shall be dismissed. Laney's
catalog uses language that is less definitive. The applicable paragraph
reads as follecws:

All students on scholastic probation must maintain a minimum
grade poiat average of 1.75 for all courses taken during the
next semester of enrollment (or for the subsequent 12 units

if enrolled on a part-time basis) or be subject to dismissal.

Course Repeat Policy

The general rule among the Peralta Colleges is that students can not
repeat any course in which they received a "C" or higher. Laney is the
only exception since it permits a student to repeat any course once
(Laney Catalog, Page 27). The major differences between the campuses

is whether they permit a student to repeat CR/NCR courses in which they
received a "CR" grade. All permit repeating a course where a NCR was
reccived, except Laney where this is mot an issue since they don't have
CR/NCR courses. North Peralta and Merritt include CR courses in the list
of courses that can be repeated. Alameda and Feather River exclude CR
courses from their list of courses that can be repeated.

Variations on the different Peralta campus policies towards repeating
courses can best be compared through the use of a simple chart.

COURSES THAT CAN BE REPEATED
Peralta College Catalogs, 1972-73

Alameda Feather River North Peralta Laney Merritt

A X

B X

C X

D X X X X X
F X X N/A% X N/ A%
Inc X X X X X
NCR X X X N/A** X
CR X N/A X
W X X X X X

*Not applicable since Merritt and North Peralta have no “'F'" grades.
*kNot applicable since Laney has no CR/NCR grades.
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Alameda provides that if a "D" is repeated then the grade for each
attempt is counted when computing the GPA. Feather River counts both
grades on the GPA for any course that is repeated. North Peralta,
Laney and Merritt do not penalize the student at all or his GPA. Laney
records both grades, but counts unit credit only on the first attempt;
North Peralta and Merritt change the first grade to a '"W" and count
only the second attempt.

Summary:

This entire review, taken as a whole has traced the descending line of
applicable law and administrative policy as it relates :o academic standards

. in the California community colleges. There are two basic principles which
have emerged; (1) state apportionments are tied to a condition precedent
that local districts will comply with minimum standards established by the
legislature or those set by executive boards or agencies (Title 5, Section
51000): (2) the principle of complying with minimum standards permits dele-

. gation of authority for establishing standards.

Taken at the broadest level, the general issue deals with whether the actual
standards established at successively lower levels of authority fall within
the scope and intent laid down by the "minimum standards" set by the other
levels.

Issues which arise out of the relationship of lepislative languape to Title
V provisions have been identified in the preceding sections. The most out-
standing conflict appears to be between the Education Code requirement for
nandatory physical education courses (EC 25520) and the new Chapter 8 elim-
ination of this requirement from the Title 5 regulations governing ''Degrees
and Certificates,” (beginning with Title 5, Section 51621).

An examination of Peralta's BPM revealed no substantive conflicts in the
express language between the standards set forth and those required by
Title 5. It should be noted, however, that the Peralta BPM is foliowing
the minimum standards for 'Degrees and Certificates" under Chapter 7 (bepin-
ning with Title 5, Section 51610). As already pointed out, this chapter is
to be replaced with Chapter 8 (beginning with Title 5, Section 51621) as of
September 1, 1973. There are numerous substantive differences between the
two which have already been enumerated. In addition, the Peralta BPM needs
to be updated to reflect legislative and Title recodifications or other

- changes in the codes. These include:

Peralta BPM Citation Changes

. PBPM 5.20; cites Title 5, Sec. 131 Renumbered ag Section 51303 and 51304

PBPM 6.20 cites EC, Sec. 8162 Repealed by Stat. 1968 upon enactment
of Division 7, Part 2

While there are no express conflicts between the language of Title 5 and the

Peralta BPM, there are several issue areas which arise out of the relation-

ship between the Peralta BPM and the individual campuses. These include

possible unauthorized delegations of authority or errors of omission. No

attempt shall be made to resolve these questions, however, they deserve to
0. be identified.
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Elimination of the "F" Grade:

— —

North Peralta and Merritt have eliminated the “F" grade from their grading
system. Title 5 (Section 51301) provides that the local board shall deter-
mine the grading practice used by the college within the confines of stated
standards. One of these is that all courses acceptable in fulfillment of
the requirements for an associate or baccalaurate depree, a certificate,
diploma or license shall be...graded in accordance with the provisicns of
Section 51302 or Section 51605 or in accordance with a grading scale
(Section 51302 deals with CR/NCR courses and Section 51305 deals with
credit by examination). A 'grading scale' is defined in Chapter 7

(Section 51601) as a five point scale with zero for an "F' grade. Elimina-
tion of the "F" could, therefore, be interpreted as altering the grading
practice so as to fall below the minimum standard established by the Board
of Governors, California Community Colleges (BGCCC).l5

Course Withdrawal Policy:

The critical issue with respect to dropping classes pertains to the penalties
which accrue to the student if dropping a course beyond a certain date.

The later the date for nonpunitive drops, the more leaway granted the
student. The authority for providing for withdrawal without penalty is
derived from Title 5, Section 51301(b), the language of which reads:

The governing board of a district may provide for vwith-
drawal without penalty for students who withdraw frcem a
class before the deadline date estahlished by the govern-
ing board.

The Peralta BPM, Section 5.14 provides that:

Each college will publish in its collepe catalog itse
regulations concerning dropping of classes and withdrawal
from college, both official and unofficial. The dates with-
in which students may drop classes and/or withdraw from
college, either with or without penalty, will be published
in the college calendar.

Alameda, North Peralta, Laney and Merritt all permit a student to withdraw
from a class at any time during the quarter or semester and receive a 'W"
grade. It could be implied from a strict interpretation of the language
of Title 5 that a deadline date is actually required. This follows from
the "without penalty" language, which implies there must also be a penalty
involved and that the deadline date is the point in time which differen-
tiates between “"without penalty" and with penalty. llence, if the college
permits withdrawal from class at any time during the term there is no

15gince the five point grading scale does not appear in the new Chapter 8 (begin-
ning with Title 5, Section 51621) this issue would be rermoved if the Peralta
Board does not exceed the minimum standards set by the Chapter 8. Chapter 8
can be adopted after July 1, 1972 and will become mandatory on September 1,
1973.
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differentiating point. A more liberal interpretation might still require
that there be a specific deadline date set forth, even if it 1is literally
tlie last date of the semester or qQuarter.

Ancther potentiai problem also arises from the Title5 language which pro-
vides that a non-penalty 'W'’ grade can be granted if the student withdraws
before “the deadline date established by the board.' Technically, the
Peralca board has not established a deadline date and has instead delegated
this to the colleges. This might be considered as a deadline established
by the board through an implied ratification theory...that 1is, the board has
reviewed and accepted the individual deadlines which the colleges have
set and thus by remaining silent has ratified their individual "deadlines"
N and thus accepted them as board policy. However, this interpretation runs
squarely against the very express language that requires that the deadline
be "established by the board." A more probable interpretation would be
that this requires an affirmative act upon the part of the board even if
it was not codified in the Board Policy Manual.

Probation and Dismissal Policies:

Title 5 (Section 51303 and 51304) sets forth the standards for probation
and dismissal. The language is mandatory and specifies that should a
atudent's GPA fall below specified levels (2.0 for probation and 1.75 for
dismissal) the student shall be placed on probation/dismissal. The Peralta
BPM complies with this mandatory lanruage in its section on 'Standards of
Scholarship." (Section 6.22). It also requires in Section 5.20 that each
college will adopt and publish procedures which will insure implementation
of the applicable Title 5 regulations.15 A review of each of Peralta College
catalogs indicates that all except Laney follow the '"shall be placed on
probation," '"shall be dismissed'" language. Laney's catalog uses language
that is less definitive in its section on dismissal. There, the language
reads that a student will be "subject to dismissal," 1if he doesn't maintain
the required grade point average. This, of course, serves what many will
argue i» a beneficial educational purpose by permitting the college addi-
tional discvretion when dealing with individual cases. However, in a techni-
cal sense, this more permissive language may not meet the minimum standard
criteria established ty Title 5, Section 51304. 1In short, being ‘'subject

to dismissal’” is not the same as being diswmissed and implies that there is
some middle ground that is not provided for by the mandatory language of
Title 5.

Course Repeat Policy:

The practice of permitting students to repeat courses is common to all of
the Peralta Colleges. There is considerable variation as to how the subse-
quent grade will be counted, whether it will be carried on the transcript,
etc. Four of the campuses do not allow repeating courses in which the
student received a 'C" or better. Laney, however, permits students to
repeat any course once. There is an apparent conflict between this stated
policy and the language of the Title 5 section dealing with 'standards"

16The Peralta BPM cites Title 5, Article 15, Section 131, however, this section
has been renuzbered as Title 5, Sections 51303 and 51304%.
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for graded courses. This section (55002) sets forth six conditions which

all must be met. One of these (sub-section f.) provides that: "Enrollment
cannot be repeated except in unusual circumstances and with the prior written
permission from the district superintendent or his authorized representative
or representatives.” The "unusual circumstances" requirement is the test.
The language of all of the catalogs would appear to be so broad that anyone
would qualify to re~take a course, regardless of the circumstances and without
discrimination. A very probable interpretation of the applicable Title V
section would undoubtedly require that there be some form of limitation upon
those eligible to repeat courses. The limitation &sppears to be directed at
all courses. Drawing a line as to the letter grade received in the course
vill more than likely be considered an inadequate limitation.
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GRAZE DISTRIBUTIONS AL CCURSZ WITHDRAWAL FREQUENCIES
Overview:

The object of this portion of this three-part study is to provide a de~
scriptive account of grade distributions and course withdrawal frequencies
for Alameda, Feather River, laney, ilerritt and North Peralta Colleges.
While the primary emphasis is upon data relating to the five Peralta
Colleges, an effort has been made to make descriptive comparisons with
similar and comparable secondary information available from:

-~ A gtudy of grade distributions in all of the California
community colleges completed by the Junior College Bureau,
State Department of Education in 1967.

-- The results of a survey of grade distributions in twenty-
seven Northern California community colleges for the spring
of 1972, compiled by Paul Becker at Columbia Community College.

-« A summary of grade distributions for the California State
University and colleges for the spring quarter/semester, 1971.

-~ A summary of grade distributions for the nine campuses of the
University of California covering fall 1962 through fall 1969.

The information assembled here has been analyzed and presented in as
objective a fashion as possible. However, there are inherent pitfalls in-
volved when attempts are made to deal in statistical data. Before pre-
senting the data therefore, a word is in order concerning the limitations
that should be recognized.

Limitations:

There are basically two kinds of limitations which detract from the
research validity and associated planning value of this phase of the study.

1. DMany of the more important and more substantive questions
can not be answered in a limited study using only grade
distributions as the basic source of the data.

2. Collecting the appropriate information requires far more
planning and lead-time than was available.

Research of this kind, because it uses objective data and employs com-
puters, graphs and diagrams, is sometimes taken as coming closer to the
"truth' than is actually warranted. In the final analysis, empirical
research involves the art of generalization. It is totally dependent
upon the availability and researchable nature of the data collected.
Obviously, some kinds of information simply do not lend themselves well
to objective collection and analysis. The strength of the empirical

L The Peralta data was collected by ifr. Scott Baldwin and his staff in the
Data Processing Degartment of the Peralta District Office. The basic infor-
mation was obtained from the Registrars and the Student Personnel offices
on the various campuses, key punched and processed through the Peralta
IBM 370-135 computer.
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approach lizs in adniniziug the vagaries of human judgment chrough the use of
sophisticated statistical analysis. This requires a great deal more than

a descriptive survey can really offer. Therefore, the final report will
include a great many basic documents included in the APPENDIX so that

those interested can study the data presented and perhaps draw their own
conclusions, make comparisons and suggest ways in which future studies can

be improved. Prior planning is really the essential ingredient since it

is this process which predetermines the kinds of information which will be
available for future analysis.

Taken as a whole, however, the most severe limitations imposed by a lack of
data are restricted to the analytical dimensions of the problem. There is
still a great deal of basic descriptive data that can be of value if it

1s used with the aforementioned qualifications in mind. '

Grade Distribution Comparisons:

a. Institutional Patterns

In the spring of 1972, there were 82,7832 total course enrollments for all
five of the Peralta Colleges Each campus compiled computerized statis-
tical data pertaining to the grade distributions by department. The com-
posite of this information indicates that of the total course enrollment
(N=382,782), 25% of the students enrolled district-wide were awarded "A"
grades; 237 received "B's,' 14% received "C's," 2% received "D's," .00%
received "F's." A total of 297 of the origlnal course enrollment total
received '"W's." Incompletes represent 47 of all grades awarded. There
were .007% NCR's (No Credit grades) with Cr's (Credit grades), accounting
for 1% of the total. These figures represent the percentage intervals in
which the median fell for all five campuses. The median was used as the
measure of central tendency besause it is not affected by the size of the
N for the various frequencies.® - The range among the five campuses ran
from a low of 197 A's given at Laney College to a high of 27% A's given
in all courses at Alameda. There is a much larger range b_tveen the W
grades. TFeather River College gave the lowest number, (27%) and Laney the
highest (45%). Alameda and ilerritt both gave 29% W grades and North
Peralta gave 327,. A more complete breakdown of the data for overall grade
distributions by campus and for the district as a whole appears in

Figure 1 (see page 28).

An examination of the percentage of grades awarded in the different grade
categories, suggests something about the curve of the distribution. Because
the distribution is on an ordinal scale this can best be represented through
the use of bar charts. As can clearly be seen in [Figure 2 (see page 28),
all colleges, except for Merritt gave more A grades than B grades and more

B grades than C grades.

2 1f averaging the percentages, the mean for all A grades is 21.9 and 3.7.0
for ''s. Note, however, that course enrollments range from a low at FRC of
2,620 to 41,719 at Laney. The sizeable differences in course enrollments
veight the mean and consequently badly skews any results based upon averages.
See APPENDIX III(A) for a comparison of mean and median ccores
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Merritt is the exception by only one percentage point in that 237 of the
total course enrollment received A's whereas 247 of the total course en-
rollment received B's. The composite district-wide picture conforms to
the generalization, e.g., 25% of the total enrollment received A's, 237
B's, 14% C's and 2% D's.

Obviously, there are two rather basic questions which come to mind when
examining a grade distribution where there are more A's awarded than

B's or C's. The first, how does this kind of curve compare with grading
patterns historically? The second, what do other California college
grade distributions look like today? While it is not possible to do a
linear comparison over several successive years we are fortunate to have
1967 data collected by Carl G. Winter and Kenneth 'ood in the old Bureau -
of Junior College General Education, State Department of Education,
Reporting on a 100% response, (N=76), from all public community colleges
in California at that time, we find that the grade distribution for the
spring term 1967, was the reverse of Peralta's grade distribution today.
Of the total course enrollments in all 76 institutions reporting, 16%
received A's, 237 received B's, 36% C's, 10% D's and 6% received F's, A
total of 13.6% of those students who enrolled received ¥ grades. The:
Figure 3 diagram (see pg. 30) compares the spring 1967 prade distribu-
tionc for all Californii community colleges with tlic Peralta. grade
distributions for the gpring uemeﬂter/quarter 1972.

The most apparent characteristics of the 1967 distribution are that they
conform to the so-called '"mormal distribution' (with C's representing the
highest frequency) and display a marked difference between the intervals. .
For the Peralta District as a whole, there is only a two percentage point
difference between the number of A's awarded and the number of B's, with
the number of A's outnumbering the B's. In 1967, there was a 12 per-
centage point difference between the A's and B's with the number of B's
outnumbering the A's. There is a corresponding O-point difference between
the C's and B's and a 36 point difference between the C's and D's. It

can be observed, therefore, that there is a significant difference between
the Peralta distributions for spring of 1972 and the dtate-wide distribu-
tions for spring 1967 and that this difference is of two kinds: (1) the
normal curve has been reversed for Peralta in 1972 and (2) the percentage
differences between the grade intervals is markedly less in 1972 for
Peralta than for the state in 1967.

Unfortunately, the Chancellor's Office of the Board of Governors for the
California Community Colleges has not followed up on the studies that were
conducted by the old Junior College Bureau. Therefore, we do not have
current state-wide data with which to compare the results of the 1967
Winter and Wood study. Fortunately however, Paul X. Becker, Dean of -
Student Services at Columbia Community College has compiled grade distri-
bution data on 27 Northern California community colleges for the spring
of 1972. Becker (1972) has discovered that while the normal bell shaped
curve ig ctill in effect for the 27 colleges surveyed, the percentage
differences between the grade intervals is no more than & to 5 points

(as compared with 3 to 12 in 1967) however, the B grade nov represents

5 See APPENDIX III(B) for a breakdoun of the 1967, Winter/Wood Study by

academic departments.
=290
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the top of the curve and tapers only gradually towards the A and the C.
Of the tofal course enrollment for the 27 North California colleges
reporting’ 227 gave A grades, 267 b grades and 217% the C grade. There
were 4% D's, 1% I''s, 17 NCR and a total of 37 CR grades. The composite
(median) of the 27 colleges for the W was 22%.

Comparative distributions fer the five Peralta colleges with the 27
colleges surveyed by Becker (1972) appear in the charts narked Figure
4 found on page 30,

The prececing gives us some basis for comparison of Peralta's grade
distributions with othar California community colleges. In addition,
there may be some interest in comparing Peralta with other public four
year institutions. While current data werc not available at the time of
this survey it was possible to obtain fairly recent information on this
question from both the nineiecen campus State University and Colleges
systenm (SU&C) and from the nine campus system of the University of
California (UC).

According to information obtained fgom the Chancellor's Office of the
California University and Colleges,” 30% of the total louver-division grades
avarded on all of the ninetesn campuses (spring 1971) were A's, 37.3%
B's, 25.7% C's, 4.6% D's, .00% NC and 1.1% CR grades. The SU&C system
reports a 5.8 W rate. As in the case of the 27 Northern California com-
munity colleges studied by Becker (1972), the SUSC data conforms to the
so-called "normal distribution,' and like the Becker data, the B's
represent the high point of the curve. The essential difference is that
there is a slightly greater distance between the interval points. On the
composite (median) for the cormunity colleges studied, the difference
between the A's and the B's was only 4 points. For the SU&C data the
difference is 7.3. There is only a 5 point difference betveen the B's
and C's for the community colleges and an 11.6 difference for the SU&C.
The number of D grades given in both systems is very similar, with the
community colleges awarding 47 and the SUSC's awarding 4.56. A total of
17 of the grades were I''s for the community colleges and 2.4 for the
SUS&C. The community colleges gave 3% CR grades and the SU&C 1.1. The
most dramatic difference is betwecen the W grades, the community colleges
giving a composite of 22% and the state colleges only 5.0%.

Data is also available from the nine campuses of the University of
Czlifernia. The most recent available ¢ata is from the fall of 1969.

As can be seen in Tigure 5, (page32) the composite distribution, univer-
sity-wide, has "bell-shaped" distribution with the B's at the top of the
curve. There is a 9.5 point spread between the A's and B's and a 6.3

4 Sea APPENDIX III(C)for a list of the colleges with individual percertage
distributions.

3 See APPENDI II1I(D) for a mowe complete report on the data from all
campuses in the State University and College system.

6 Obtained from Lyle Gainsley, (ffice of Articulation, Univerzity of California,
Dexlkaley., See APPENDIX for summary of lower-division grade distribu-
tion from 1962-1969., See alsp the publication of the Office of Insti-
tutional Research, "A Report on Scholarship Grades - University of
California, Berkeley,' October 1%970.
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point differcnce between the B's and C's. Overall, 21.5 of the grades
awarded were A's, 31.1% B's, 24.07 C's, 4% D's and 2.6 F's. No data was
available on the UC withdrawal rates, however, {t is estimated by one
reliable source that the withdrawal rate betweea the 2nd and 6th week is
less than 17, of total course enrollment. A withdsaval after the cut-off
date, the sixth week, would be recorded as a W-F.

It should be noted that Peralta awards a smaller percentajge of A's, over-
all, than the State University and Colleges system, and only slightly more
than the University of California. (25% as opposed to 21.57) Peralte
awards fewer B's than both of the other systems, (237 Peralta, 37.3%

SU&C and 31.1 UC) and fewer C grades than the other, (14 Peralta, 25.7
SU&C and 24.8 UC). The percentage of D and F grades issued for all three
groups are very comparable. Peralta gave 27 D's, SU&C 4.6 and UC 47, For
the F grades, Peralta gave .00%, SU&C 2.4 and UC 2.6.

The process of comparing the percentage of grades awarded by grade category,
A's, B's and C's etc. leads to one of the most striliing observations that
can be made when describing and comparing the grade distributions as be-
tween the different institutions. When presenting the comparisons between
the 1972 Peralta grade distributions and those reported in 1967 by Winter
and Wood (pertaining to the entire population of course enrollments in
all California community colleges) notice was taken of two primary char-
acteristics: (1) thc inverse curve in Peralta today, i.e., more A's

than B's and a larger percentage of B's than C's; (2) a grecater distance
in percentage points between the grade intervals in 1967 than in Peralta's
1972 distributicns. (167 A's, 23%Z B's in 1967; 25% A's, 237 B's in 1972.)
This finding irplics and iz suggestive of the general conclusions often
found in recent grade distribution studies that there has been a marked
rise in grade point average in the last decade.8 Although actual insti-
tutional overall GPA's were not available, for either Peralta (1972) for
the Winter and Wood data (1967) it was possible to do a theoretical com-
parison by assuning that all courses were for one unit and simply multiply
out the GPA for the total course enrollments. Using this method, the

GPA for all California community college course enrollments in 1967 was
2.54. The GPA for Peralta in the spring of 1972 was 3.0. This {s an
interesting and significant finding in itself, and conforms to the general
understanding associated with grade distributions studies. However, a
much different picture emerges whan the same facts are looked at in a
slightly different manner. Taking a traditional stance, it is generally
acsumed that since a larger percentage of people are petiinz A's and B's
than ever before, and since the overall, all institutional grade point
average has risen significaatly, then "obviously,'" more pecople are making
it through the institutions with better and better grades. The corollary
to this assumption is that grading standards, rather than student per-
formance accounts for the changes noted. However, taking a non-tradi-
tional stance, that is not lool:ing at only grade distributions and GPA,

——

7

Ibid.

8 Buren, Roy, Officc of Institutiornal Rescarch, San Francisco State
College, "Inctitutional Research Notes,' March 1971, a rcport of a natinnal
survey of grading practices in 435 colleges and universities. Buren found
that the undergraduate GPA rose significantly from 2.4 in 1960 to 2.55 in 1969.
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but instead at total percentages of students receiviang A's, B's and C's,
or just A's and B's, the data reveals that fewer people today are com-
pleting courses in all these categories than in 1967. Axording to the
Winter and tlood report, 307% of all course enrollments resulted in the
A, B, or C grade. That figure in Peralta, as of spring 1972, was only
627.. Becker (1972) who studied grade distributions in 27 ilorthern
California community colleges reports data that vhen looked at in this
manner indicated that 69% of the course enrollments in his sample
resulted in the A, B, or C grade. The comparable figure for the

State University and Colleges is 93.07%, and for the University of Cali-
fornia, 77.47. VUhen looking at just the A and B grades together, the
total avarded in these categories in 1957 for all California community
colleges wvas 447.. Peralta's total for these categories was 4087 and the

Becker data indicated that the lorthem Califormia total was identical, or
457,

A more specific breakdowmn for all of these figures can be more readily
seen through the use of the information contained in Figure 6 below.

PERCENTAGE COiPARISONS BY GRADE CATEGORY

Peralta All ccc 27 NCCC SUSC . uc
(1972) (1957) (1972) GRADES (1971) (1969)
257, 167 229, A 30% 21.5%
23 23 26 B 37.3 31.1
14 36 21 Cc 25.7 24,8
YA S0% 69% ~93.0% 77.6%
25 16 22 A 30 21.5
23 23 26 B 37.3 31.1
455 L4, %57 G7.3% 52,67
Fig. &

At least part of the explanation begins to emerge vhen one looks at
differences in just one set of percentages in Figurc 6. Compare for
example, the difference betueen the percentage of C;s in the 1967 Winter
and llood data with those in Peralta in 1972, (36% 1907 vs. 14% 1972),
This difference of 22 percentage points can not be accounted for else-
where in the A, B, and C distribution. Note that the percentage of B's is
fairly similar (20% 1967 and 237 1972) with the diffcrence between the
A's being the more significant, (167 1967 and 257 1972). Iliowever, the
difference in the A's accounts for only 9 percentage points, and the

C's account for only 5. This leaves a balance of O percentage points
unaccounted for. If looking at this as 8% of the total N, this trans-
lates into 43,426 course enrollments for the Winter/llood data (8 X
605,327) and 2,361 for Peralta in 1972 (5 X 35,773). 1In 1967, the D's
accounted for 10% of the total course enrollment (80,447 out of 906,279),
hovever, using the Peralta data, the D's amount to only 2% of the total
course enrollments. As previously noted, the percentage of IICR grades in
Peralta is approximately 17%. Obviously therefore, the '"lost eight" are

N



not being picked up in these categories. What has happened of course, is
that they have dropped from the picture, literally, by taling W grades.
What is significant about this finding, assuming that Peralta is fairly
representative, is that the widely noted and matked increase in W grades
(297 for Peralta) it not all coming from the D and [ ranfe. A signifi-
cant proportion are students who would otherwise have taken C, or
poscibly even B grades. Another way to calculate the impact that this
phenocencn is having upon course completions is to multiply out the dif-
ference between the 627, talking A, B and C grades in 1972 and the 80% taking
these grades in 1967. That difference of 187 amounts to 103,958 course
enrollunents statewide, had current grading practices been in effect in
1967. For Peralta the difference amounts to 6,439 course enrollments (out
of 35,773 A, B, and C grades).

In summary, whereas the GPA has risen significantly since a 1967 state-wide
study, with a larger percentage of students today receiving A grades than
B's, and a larger percentage of B's than C's, the overall percentage of
students receiving the passing grades, (grades that arc transferable to
upper division institutions, A, B, and C's) is significantly smaller than
in 1967. ioreover, the percentage of students receiving transferable
grades in Peralta is significantly lower than those 27 NorthemCalifornia
conmunity colleges studied by Becker, (627 vs. 697%) and remarkably lower
than louer division distributions for the State University and Colleges
(627 vs. 937) and the University of California (627 vs. 77.47).

b. Departmental Patterns9

Grade distributions for all A and B grades have been computed for all 263
departments in the five Peralta colleges. The number of departments for
each campus ic as follows:

Campus Number of Departments
Alameda 37
Feather River 23
North Pcralta 48
Laney 72
HMerritt 78

At College of Alameda, (n=37), the peércentage of A grades awarded by de-
partment ranged from a low of 107 A's to a high of 497 A grades, There

-

9 See APPENDIX III (F), for a composite chart of all 263 academic departments
reflecting grade distributions in all grading categorics for spring 1972.
These are arranged so that comparisons can be made between similar departments
in all of the five Peralta Colleges. Although appearing in the appendix, this
collection of information represents one of the more important aspects of the
project. It is intended to cenable all interested parties to find specific com-
parative grade distribution data. The general text of the report will have to
deal vith the more generalized patterns and distributions and therafore may
not always provide the specific information that the reader desires.
APPENDIII III(F) is iutended to remedy this problem as much as possible.
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were only two departments vhich gave only 10% A's and snly four that gave
betwecen 40 and 497 A grades. The largest number by far (the mode), or a
total of 15 departments (40.5&7) gave between 20 and 297 A grades. The
next largest grouping was in the 10-197 category of A grades awarded, or
11 of the 37 departments (29.727). When thasctwo largest departmental
frequencies are combined, it can be observed that 26, or 70.26% of the
departments gave between 10 and 287 A grades. See Figure 7. (next page)

The distribution of B grades among the 37 Alameda departments is very
similar to the distribution of 4 grades. Eighteen, or 45.64 of the total
departments gave between 20 and 297, B grades. The next largest number of
departments (9 = 24.327) gave between 10 and 197 B grades. Eight of the
departments gave between 30 and 397 B's and only one department gave be-
tveen 40 and 497 B's. See Figure J. (next page)

At Feather River College, 11 of the 23 departments (39.20%) canceled be-
tveen 20 and 29% A grades during the spring quarter, 1972. TFive departuents
(17.857. gave between 30 and 39% A's and another five gave between 10 and

197% A grades. One department gave between 40 and 49% A's and three de-
partments gave between O and 97 A's, See Figure $. (see page 33)

Nine of the departments (32.14%7) awarded between 20-297 B's and next largest
number (7 = 25%) gave between 10-197 in this category. Two departments

(7.147) gave between 40-497% B's, five (17.85%) gave between 30-39% and three
(10.71%) between 0-97% B grades for the spring 1972. See Figure 10. (page 30)

The percentage distributions of grades by department at llorth Peralta for
the spring quarter 1972 are as follows: twenty of the 40 departments
(41.66%) gave between 20-297 of A grades, 10 departments (20.83%) between
10-19%, 9 (18.75%) between 10-19%. Onec department (2.037) avarded between
60-69% A's, and one (2.037) between 50-597. At the other end of the scale,
four departments (8.337) gave betwcen 0-97% A grades. Sce Figure 1l.

(page 3°)

The mode for the distribution of B grades was 20 departments, or 41.667%
which awarded between 10-19% of their grades in this category. The next
largest number (ll = 227) gave between 20-29% B's and 7 (14.83%) gave be-
tween 30-397%. Four departments (8.33%) gave between 40-497 and two (4.16%)
between 50-597, B's. Two departments (4.167) awarded 0-9% B's. See

Figure 12. (page 39)

Lancy College hed 30 departments (41,.(6%) which awarded between 10-19% A's,
another 20 departments (27.97%) vhich gave betweer 20-29% A's. One depart-
ment (1.38%) gave 50-597% A grades, one more (1.38%) 40-4C7 and seven
(9.72%) between 30-39%. Ten departments awarded 0-S% A grades at Laney.
See Figure 13, (page 40)

The largest number of departments (37 = 51.38%) gave between 10-197 B's.
Another 21, (29.16%) gave betwzen 20-297 B's. Tive depastaents (6.94%)
gave 30-39% and & (5.55%) 0-9% B's. See Figure 14. (page 40)

ilerritt College had 22 departments (23.207) vhich awvazded between 10-19%
A's. A feu less (19 = 24.35%) which gave between 20-29% A's, and then
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another 17 (21.79%) which awarded 30-39% A grades. TFour departments (5.12%)
gave 40-497, A's and 3 (3.347) between 50-597%. Eight departments (10.25%)
gave between 0-97 A grades. See Figure 15. (page 41)

Thirty-nine of the departments (50%) gave between 20-29% D's. Sixteen
(20.51%) were in the 10-197 range and 7 (8.97%) gave between 30-39% B's.
One depart=ment (1.28%) gave 50-59% B's and 2 (2.56%) awarded between 60~
69% B's. Three departments (3.847.) gave between 0-97% D's. See Figure 16.
(page A1)

Summary:

Grouping grade distribution data accading to the number of departments
giving certzin percentages of A's and B's reveals that, overall, the
largest number of departments award between 10 and 29% A's as well as
between 10-297 R's. Alameda, Feather River and ilerritt show the largest
groupings (modal scores) at the 20-29% level while North Peralta and Laney
have the largest groups of their departments giving a smaller percentage
of A grades (10-19%).

For B grades, the largest groupings for Alameda, Feather River and North
Peralta are between 20-297, vhile Laney and Merritt departments cluster
in the 10-19% range of B grades awarded. Only eleven (4.2%) out of 263
departments in all colleges give between 40-497 A grades in all of their
classes. Alameda has 4 departments in this category, Feather River 1,
North Peralta 2, Laney 1, and Herritt 3. There were only 5 departments
(1.9%) out of 263 that gave between 50-59% A's in their classes. North
Peralta had one such department, as did Laney, and ilerritt had 3, There
was only 1 department (.4%) of the all-district total that gave between
60-69% A's, There were no departments which gave a hipgher percentage of
A grades.lo There were 12 departments (4.6%) that gave between 40-49%
B's (Alameda 1, Feather River 2, North Peralta 4, and lerritt 5) there
were 3 (1.1%) that gave betwveen 50-597% (North Peralta 2, and Merritt D),
and 2 departments (.37) that gave between 60-697 B's in all courses. Both of
these were at lferritt. There were no departments that gave a higher
percentage of B's than 60-697. Significantly, there are no real extremes
in the distribution, with the overvhelming majority giving fewer than 307%
A's and B's. Therefore, it can be concluded that the shape of the grade
distribution curve,and the overall increase in GPA for the various insti-
tutions and for the District as a whole, is not the result of numerous
departments giving inordinately high grades.

In short, the reason for tlre increase in the GPA, discussed in the pre-
ceding section, as well as the change in shape of the grade distribution
curve is the result of an overall increase in GPA and an overall increase
in the number of A and B grades awarded across all departnents.

Peralta Course Withdr2wal Frequencies:

Course withdrawal rates have alrcady been mentioned in reporting on the

10 There ic onc cxception, Alameda has one departuient that has 1007 A grades,
however, there were only twvo students in the department,
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grade distributions by referring to the ' grades issued by the colleges.
Since the ! grade and the overall course withdrawal frequencies have become
such an important separate issue it seems appropriate to present additional
information on this subject. ’

The method used in counting U's is extremely important. The data presented
in the preceding section reflects the percentage of U grades as a propor-
tion of the total number of grades awardaed. Unless a student is still
entolled in the class on the first day of the census week (the Monday of
the fourth week of the term) he does not receive a class card and there-
fore is not counted in the total course enrollment figure of 82,782. Hence
the course withdrawal percentages reported are fairly reliable indicators
of actual course "drops' rather than the add-drop ''shop around" phenom-
cwn common to &ll higher aducation.

As previously reported, the overall Peralta (median) course withdrawal

rate for spring 1972 is 29% of total course enrollments. Two of the Peralta
campuses fall directly into this median interval with scores of 29%

(Alameda and Herritt), ome is slightly below with a median score of 27%
(Feather River) and one is slightly above with a mediaa score of 327 (North
Peralta). Laney is the noticecable exception since its percentage of course
withdrawval as a proportion of total course enrollments is at 45%. Figure
17 displays this data far more graphically.

THE PERALTA COLLEGES

Course Withdrawal Rates by Campus
Spring 1972
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Figure 17

The preceding are net figurces, rcflecting the total cource withdrawals for
the entire cenester or quarter. This of course cays notaing about the
wvithdrawval rates over the entire period. They could be bunched at ithe
beginning, or, clusterced ayxound the end of the term., Data available con-
cerning cnrellicnt rotention rates as a percentage of total recorded
enrollment indicates that the attrition rate over the f£ive census periods
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of the semester/quarter is fairly uniform, dropping at an average percent-
age rate of 10.3 between the five periods. District-wide, by the end

of the first census period, April 24, 1972, the total enrollment stood at
91.17 of the original maximum enrollment (the end of the first week of
instruction). It had dropped 14.47 by the end of the second period, May 10,
with a total enrollment of 75.07% of the maximum. It dropped again in the
third period by 6.0% resulting in a retention rate of 735 of the original
maxinum enrollment. In the fourth period it dropped by 9.3% to a reten-
tion rate of 66.57 of the original. 1In the fifth, and final census period
it dropped again, this time by 13.5%, leaving a total of 57.6 total en-
rollment as a percent of the original maximum enrollment. The individual
campus retention rates at the end of the fifth census period along with the
average withdrawal rate between periods for the term are as follows:

7 of lfaximum Average %

Enrollzeat Withdrawal
ALAMEDA 647, 5.7%
FEATHER RIVER 59% 11.4%
NORTH PERALTA 527 10.8%
LANEY ' 54% 14.1%
MERRITT 607 10.7%

Alameda and North Peralta have higher enrollment drops during the later
portion of the term, and Feather River and Merritt htave their highest
percentage drops at the beginning of thelr quarters. Laney College is
distinct in that the withdrawal rate is more uniform, with the peak coming
between the second and third census periods. The overall percentage rate
of decline between periods is also hlgher for lLaney, 14,1, as opposed to
the District average of 10.&.

The complete data for the retention declines as a percent of maximum
enrollment, along with the raw scores for the enrollment drops between the
five periodu is provided in Figure 18. (see page 45)

1l Enrollment figures are diffcrent from the course enrollment data in that a
student is counted as "enrolled' if he is reported by the instructor on the
class roster at the end of the first week of the term. Course enrollments
are counted as of the first day of the fourth week, During the Sprifig
term, 1972, there was a drop of 11,387 enr:zllments from the end of the
first week to the beginning of the fourth week, or a drop of 13.0% in
total enrollments. This difference accounts for the different raw data
figures appearing in the course enrollment and total enrollment data.
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THIZ PERALTA COLLEGES

Retention Rate Declines
As a Percentafe of Total Enrollment
(Spring 1972)

Enroll- No. T Enroll- No. 7 Enroll- No. 7.
r_Eent Drop. Dro ment  Drop Drop . nent. Drop Drop
1132,0641 " 11,305 2,016
" 2170,7656 11,877 .4 11,178 628 5.8 2,28 630 27.5
a 3156,563 4,221 6.0 10,350 828 g.0 2,128 153 7.4
o 4 160,332 6,211 9.3 9,895 455 &.6 2,058 70 3.4
H‘S 52,213 3,119 13.5 0,440 1447 17.1 1,921 137 7.1
- - i
Av. between "% Av., between Av. between
‘.07 S. .
Z period drop 16.5 peried drop 8.7 period drop 11.4
Peralta Districy Alameda Feather River
7]
D -
wl1] 5,233 140,030 22,556
=121 4,707 526 11.2 33,224 6806 17.0 12,369 3230 15.0
)31 4,312 395 9.2 31,296 1928 6.1 13,457 093¢ 5.1
ol4 ] 4,191 121 p.° 26,457 4769 5.2 17,731 912 5.1
5} 3,500 691 19.3 22,981 3476 15.1 15,323 2408 15.7
X .
[
Av, between |, V. between Av. between
period drop #0.07}  lheriod drop 14.1 period drop 10.7
North Peralta Laney Herritt
Figure 10

It should be recalled :hat the enrollment data in Figure 12 is collected

at the end of the five week periods, and that the enrollment data in the
first census period is not the same as the maximum total cnrollment. This
later count begins--as already discussed--at the end of the first week of
instruction and represents the first roster which the instructors turm in to
the Registrar at each college. Uith this in mind, It is possible to
graphically portray the decline in enrollment, which can be thought of

as the 'retontion rake" over the five periods of the spring 1972 term.

The boxes in Figure 1) depict the decline in enrollment for the District

as a whole and for each of the five campuses.

The single most signl.ficant observation which can be made regarding course
withdrawals and the :orresponding declines in enrollment is that they are
fairly consistent and follow a uniform pattern. Lancy College, which has
the highest course vwithdrawal rate, as measured by the percentage of W
grades awvarded a proportion of total grades (45%) aleo as the mest uniform
decline in enrollments. This indicates that students are not held on the
rolls until the lasi week of the semester and then withdraw from courses
in great frequencics. It suggests that some other factor rather than simply
the college withdrawal policies iz probably responsible. The most obvious
explanation is that the difference can probably be explained by the nature
of the student body.
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THE SUMMARY, ANALYSIS AND COMMENT

The traditional symbolic letter Crade as a measure of student nerformance

has been demonstrated to be of relatively recent origin wvhen compared with
the overall history of student evaluation in higher education. It came into
common usage as a result of the metcoric growth in student enrollments in this
century. Grouth in institutional size, breadth and comple:xity led eventually
to a period of challenge and change in the 1960's. Onc of the consequences
of student unrest and faculty and administration uncertainty with appropriate-
ness of traditional punitive grading forms, has been widesprecad experimenta-
tion with various forms of nonpunitive grading.

The Peralta Colleges have, in effect, therefore been participating in what

can legitimately be described as a national re-examination of its academic
grading standards, practices, and policics. Nationally, of the almost 2500
colleges and universities in this country over two-thi=d. rcport that they are
currently using some form of no-penalty grading. The general picture in
California among the community colleges is Jifferent only in that locally con-
trolled and more diversified community institutions have developed far wmore
variety as to their nonpunitive innovations. The more common form of non-
punitive grading among the senior institutions both nationally and within the
state has to do with the limited use of the pass-fail or credit-no credit option.
Among the California community colleges, on the other hand, there are generally
five standard variations pertaining to nonpunitive grading. These can be
identified as (1) liberalized withdrawals, (2) credit-no credit, (3) forgive-
ness of penalty grades, (4) elimination of I grades, (5) replacement of

penalty grades by repetitioa of courses, Generally speaking, the Pexalta
District is using each of these forms to one degree or another. It is apparent,
however, from the examination of grade distributions for all five colleges
within the Peralta District for the spring scemester/quarter 1972, that in
practice the liberalized withdratral option is by far the most universal practice.
Credit-no credit while formally provided for at all campuses except Laney,
accounts for slightly more than 17 of the total grades issued in all course
enrollments during the period studied. On the other hand, nonpunitive W's
account for 297 of all course enrollments in the Pecralta pistrict.

Institutional research on the subject of evaluating no-penalty grading options
has led to mixed results. If scrutinized according to iraditionnl ctandards
such as GPA, hours spent in lecture, or time devoted to studying, the pass-fail
option secems to have a negative impact. This is particularly true among Fresh-
men, a:d students identified by rcscarch as ''vocztional' in orientation.

Little is really known, however, about actual improvements in the training
experience. The only scneralization permitted is that tension and anxiety
affect students in different ways, depending upon their age, maturity, and
motivation. There have apparently been no systematic studics of the impact

of the nonpunitive 'W'" option upon student performance, at least, there was

no evaluative study on this subjeet to be found in the literature, The argu-
ments supporting nonpunitive grading have been widely accepted in the academic
community and appeal to a great many of the highest ideals of American higher
education. In sucmmary form, they center around encouraging intellectual curiosity,
broadening academic experience and improvement of learning through a general
reduction of the fear of failure. The overall rationale is that the student
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is already penalized if he has invested time and energy in completing a course
and should not be penalized ajain vith a mark of failure if he does not succeed.
He is already the loser., Perhaps the most damaging criticism of nonpunitive
grading is that the student does not seem convinced enoush of these arguments
to avail himself of the option vhen it is available. As alrcady noted, CR/NCR
courses account for only slightly more than 17 of Peralta's total course
enrollment grades. At Berkeley, it ic used only to about 1/3 of its potential.
Horeover, those students who do use CR/NCR courses do nct explore very far
beyond their diccipline and nficn uce “h2 cpare time afforded to cram for

their other letter-grade cources.

The review of the legal dimensions of Peralta's grading standards and policies
pertaining to nonpunitive grading revcalocd numerous technical articulation
problems. That is, college policies that would appear to go beyond the minimum
standards established by lav of administrative rules and regulation, including
"elimination of the F grade," the absence of Board policy pertaining to course
withdrawals and the course repeat policies on some campuses. There are other
problemc, generally less substantive, vhich require a county counsel’s opinion
and continued study by responsible groups within the District. 1In generai,
however, there is ample authority to authorize and regulate all of the grading
forms which are in use within the District. From a practical standpoint the
use of the unlimited withdrawal appears to have a considerable advantage over
other forms of nonpunitive grading. It: use shoEId, perhaps, be more stan-
dardized ancd some additional limitations imposed.™ All campuses, except Laney
alreadykave a chronic withdrawal policy in effect. (W's may not excecd courses
completed.) One college in the State (Foothill) requires that a student commit
himself to a course by the end of the second weelk. If he withdraws after that
date he receives a no-pass grade rather than a straight V.

The general issue dealing with use of the unlimited W is vhether students are
staying in school longer because of this policy and thereiore displaving other
students, or at least overcrowding existing facilities. 1In short, have non-
punitive grading practices, particularly the unlimited V!, significantly altered
the notoriously high attrition rates in community colleges? If this is true,
it marixs a significant alteration of the ''revolving door’ phenoinern and raises
other issues concerning how much sociecty should ultimately invest in public
education.

One of the most outstanding conflicts between practice and policy pertains to
the impact that the unlimited U has upon repeating a course vherc the student
received a grade of C or better. UWhile not generally pernitted, except at
Laney, a student can, and does, subvert this prohibition by simply taking a V.
The examination of grade distributions clearly indicates that large numbers of
Peralta students are taking W's in courses that they are passing (with C or even
B grades). 1In the Harrington study at the University of California (1971)
students wvere reported as gencrally expecting to receive a D+ in their courses,
It is not difficult to translate this data to Peralta--vhere transfer is a
motivation of between 1/2 to 2/3 of cntering Freshmen--and understand how they
plan to up their overall GPA's by taking no grade less than a L. Indeed, the

institutional GPA for all of Peralta is 3.0, with more A's avarded than B's,

Ironically, there are pages of regulations in the college catalogs on CR/NCR,
whichar: only slightly used, and very little claboration upon the regulations
and general policy pertaining to the unlimited withdrawal,
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and more B grades awarded than C's.

The most striking finding discussed in the report is undoubtedly the discovery
that Peralta avards fewer transferable (passing with C or above) grades in 1972
than the all California average five years ago. Sixty-two percent of all course
grades for the total course enrollment were in the A, B, aad C category. In a
comprehensive (=67, with 1007 response) study completed in 1967, the total

in thesc categories was 807. Students receiving the A, B, and C grades in 27
Northern California community colleges, studied by Beckcr (1972) came to 69%.
This compares with 937 at the state colleges and 77.47 at the University of
California for all lower-division course enrolluments.

Also of significance is the finding that grade distributions by department are
normally distributed with the largest number awarding only between 10-297 A grade
Since the median percentage interval for the five Peralta colleges is 25% A
grades, this would not be surpricing. In other words, there are very few de-
partments that give more than 307 A's, and practically none that give more than
407% A's. Oaly 11 (4.27%)departments out of 263 districts gave between 40-49% A's.
Only 5 (1.9%) gave between 50-597 A's. Only one department (.47) gave between
60-6S% A's and none above that figure. The median percentage interval for the

B grade is 237%, district-wide, which is also closely approximated by the de-
partmental grade distributions.

Another interesting observation is that the couse withdrawals do not ocecur

in greater preponderence at the end of the tzrm. Overall, the attrition rate
between the five census periods of the semester or quarter is 10%. The drop
between the fourth and last pcriod is only 13.5%. These are averages, and ex-
ceptions do exist. North Peralta, for instance has a 19.0 drop in the last
period, compared with an overall drop rate that parallels the all-district
rate of 10.3/%. Feather River, vhich implies in its catalog that course with-
drawals after the fifth week of the quarter (FRC catalog p.21), has only a

7.1 drop in total course enrollment in the fifth census period. Not surprising-
ly, the drop in the first census period is the largest throughout the district
(27.5%) compared with their overall average attrition rate of 11.4%.

In brief, the greatest single impact upon the Peratla grade distributions is
undoubtedly the consequence of the unlimited withdrawal policy. Inadequate
attention has probably been devoted to understanding the consequence of this
practice, even though it is widely used by students and has numerous educational
as well as fiscal implications. The basic cause in the rise in the GPA and the
creation of an inverse distribution (more A's than B's, etc.) is probably
attributable to large numbers of course withdrawals ''C" category and not due

to any general relaxation in grading standards. 1In fact, the small percentage of
students receiving C grades or better (527 is suggestive of the fact that
instructor evaluation of student performance has probably not changed very sig-
nificantly since before the advent of nonpunitive grading. The only difference
is that students are atforded 'tscapc options," which they exercise if their
academic performance is below the standards that they set for themselves.
Furthermore, there is no evidence to suggest that students are any more willing
to accept "average grades,' than at any time in the past and indced, the data
clearly indicates that the competition for grades continues despite major insti-
tutional reforms intended to alter the traditional emphasis upon punitive
grading.
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CALITFORNIA EDUCATION CODE APPENDIX II(A)

1874 ECUCATION CODE

Social Science Courses

25316.3. The courses of instruction in social sciences shall
include a study of the role. participation. and contribution of
black Americans, American Indians, Mexicans, persons of
oriental extraction, and other ethnic groups to the economic,"
political, and social development of California and the United
States of America.

(Added by Stats. 1971, Ch. 1245.)

Approval of Courses

25516.5. No state funds shall be apportioned to any dis-
trict on cccount of the attendance of students enrolled in a
community college course unless the eourse was offered in an
educational program, as defined by Section 25515.5, approved
by the board of governors or the course itself was approved
by the board of governors.

In any other law having an effect, in relation to community
colleges, similar to that of this section, *‘courses’’ shall be in-
terpreted in a manner consistent with the provisions of this
section.

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 870.)

Graduation Requirements .

25517. The governing board of each district maintaining a
community college shall prescribe requirements for graduation
from community college courses. ‘

{Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.)

Minimum Credit Hours for Graduation From Two-year Course

25517.5. The minimum requirement for graduation from
8 twe-year community college course of study shall be at Yeast
60 credit hours of work, -

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.)

Minimum Credit Hours for Graduation from Four-year Course

25518. The minimum requirement for graduation from a
four-year community college course of study shall be at least
120 credit hours of work.

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.)

Credit Hour Defined; Allowance for Shorter Term

25518.5. One credit hour of community college work is ap-
proximately three hours of recitation, study, or laboratory
work per weelk throushout a term of 16 weeks, Where a term
is more or less than 16 weeks more or less than one eredit hour
shall be allowed in the same ratio that the length of the term
is to 16 weeks.

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.)

Mandafory Physicol Education Courses

25520. All pupils eirolled in the community colleges, ex-
cept pupils oxeused, shall be required to attend upon the
courses of physical education for a minimum of 120 minutes
per week. Where adequate facilities are available a daily pro-
gram is recommended. :

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.) ~
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CALIFORNIA EDUCATLON CODE

16

Scope of Insfruction by Community Colleges

22651. Public community collegzes shall offer instruction
through but not beyond the 14th grade level, which instruction
may include, but shall not be limited to, programs in one or
mpre of the following categories: (1) standard collegiate
courses for transfer to higher institutions; (2) vocational and
technicel fields leading to employment; and (3) general or
liberal arts courses. Studies in these ficlds may lead . to the
agsociate in arts or associate in science degree,

(Amended by Stats, 1970, Ch. 102.)

EDUCATION CODE 1873

Article 2. Community College Courses of Study
(Heading of Article 2 amended by Stats. 1970, GCh. 102)

Preparation of Courses of Study; Review

25515.5. Courses of instruction and edueational programs
shall be prepared under the direction of the governing board
of each community college district. Such educational programs
shall be submitted to the board of governors for approval.
Courses of instruction which are not offered in approved edu-
cational programs shall be submitted to the board of governors
for approval. The district governing board shall establish poli-
cies for, and approve, individual courses which are offered in
approved educational programs without referral to the board
of governors.

The board of governors shall review, and may approve, all
educational programs and all courses which are required by
this section to be submitted to it for approval.

For the purposes of this section, ‘‘course of instruction’’
means an instructional unit of an area or field of organized
knowledge, usually provided on a quarter, semester, year, or
prescribed length-of-time basis.

For the purposes of this section, ‘‘educational program’ is
an organized sequence of courses leading o a degree, a certifi-
cate, a diploma, a license, or transfer to another institution of
higher education. :

The provisions of this section apply to classes for adults as
well as regular classes of community colleges.

(Amended by Stats. 1971, Ch, 1523.)

Course of Study For Two-year Community College

255616. The course of study for two-ycar community col-
leges shall be designed to fit the needs of pupils of the 13th
and 14th grades and may include courses of instruction de-
signed to prepare for admission to the upper division of higher
institutions of learning and such other courses of instruction
designed to prepare persons for azricultural, commercial,
homemaking, industrial and other voeations, and such courscs
of instruction as may be deemed neeessary to provide for the
civic and liberal education of the citizens of the community.

(Amended by Stats. 1970, Ch. 102.)
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TITLE b CaALwrorNIA ConMatuNiTY COLLEGES 615
(Register 70, No. 16—4-18-70) /

CHAPTER 4. STANDARDS OF SCHOLARSHIP

51300. Regalations. The governing beard of a district main-
taining a Community College shall adopt regulations consistent with
the provisions of this chapter. The governing beard shall adopt rules
setting forth the cirenmstances that shell warront exceptions io the
dismissal requirements herein set forth and sholl file a copy of such
rales with the board. The regukiticns shall provide, among other things,
that appropriate reerrds shall be kept of every instanee in which a stu-
dent is so excepted. The standards shall be published in the college
catalog under appropriate headings.

51301. Standards for Probation and Dismissal. A student shall
be placed on probation and immediately notified that his performanece
is deficient or he shall be dismissed on the basis of the following
standards:

Grades Received

Grade Status
Requiring Probation

Grade Status
Requiring Dismissal

All of his grades arve
“credit-no credit"
grades

“No-eredit” grades in at
least 3 but mnot 3 of
units herein designated
for a student in his
status

“No-credit” grade in §
or more of all units at-
tempted in each of 3
consceutive semesters (5
consecutive quarters)

All of his grades are
grade points and arve
caleulated as follows:
A—4 grade points
B—3 grade points
C—2 grade points
D—-1 grade point

¥ —no grzde points

Grade point average for
units herein designated
for a student in bis
status is less than 2.0
but not less than 1.75

Grade point average of
all units attempted in
each of 3 consecutive se-
mesters (O consecutive
quurters) is less than
1.75

Seme of his grades are
letter grades and some
“credit-no credit”
grades

616

Grade status in all units
in each eategory falls in
the applicable foregoing
deseriptivn

Grade status in all units
so atteipted in each
category falls in the ap-
plicable foregoing de-
scription

EbucatioN

TITLE 5§

{Register 70, No. 756—4-18-70}

In applying the preceding previsions to a particular student, the
units to be considered shall be determined as follows:

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Student Status

The student is transferring to the
Comniunity College

Units Designated

All units previously atttempted in
any coliegc or university and in

grades 13 and 14 of a Community
College

Units attemipted in grades 13 or.14
during the scwester or quatter im-
mediately preceding

The stident is a full-time student

The student is a part-time student Al units s> attempted
and Yis attempted in any coliege

or university, or grades 13 or 14

of a conununity collese a total of

12 semester units (or the equivas

lent of quarter units)

51302. Reinstatement. A student who has been dismiss.cd pur-
suant to the standards given in Section 51301 shull not be reinstated
until one complete semester (or if ﬂm.cn}lr'f:c is on‘the quartq system,
two complete quarters) has elapsed after the dismissal, unless the stu-
dont cones within an exeeption set forth in rules adopted 135' the gov-
erning board.
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TITLE B Cavrrornia Coamunrry Corrraes 619
(Register 70, No. 16—4-18-70)

CearTER 7. DEGREES AND CERTIFICATES

61600. Regulations. ‘The governing board of a district main-
taining a Community College shall adopt regulations consistent with
the provisions of this chapter. -

51601, Definitions. For the purpose of this chapter, “satisfac-
torily eompleted’’ means either eredit earned on a “‘credit—no eredit®’
basis or a grade point average of 2.0 (grade C on a five point secale
with zero for an F grade) or better in 13th and 14th year graded
courses in the curriculum upon which the degree is based.

51602, Associate in Arts Degree. The governing board of a
district maintaining a Community College shall confer the degree of
associate in arts upon a student who in grades 13 and 14 has satis-
factorily completed from 60 to 64 semester hours of work in a currie-
ulum which the district aceepts toward the degree (as shown by its
catalog) and which includes all of the following requirements, pro-
vided that 12 hours of the required eredit hours were secured in resi-
dence at that Community College:

(a) A major consisting of at least 20 semester hours in a specified
field of study. o

(b) Three semester hours in the Constitution of the United States,
and in American history, including the study of American institutions
and ideals, and in the principles of state and local government estab.
lished under the Counstitution of this State and the satisfactory passing
of an examination on these subjects.

(e¢) Two semester hours of community and personal hygiene. A
Community College student, who is a minor whose parents or guardian
state in writing that the course in community and personal hygiene
is contrary to the religious beliefs of the student, or who is not a minor
and makes the same statement in writing, may be excused from such
course and permitted to substitute a two-hour course in a field or fields
specifically designated by the governing board of the distriet in lien
of the required two-lour course in community and personal hygiene.

(d) Two semester hours in physical education earned at the rate
of one-half credit per semester for a minimum of 120 minutes per week
in directed physical education activities, except as a student may be
exempted in accordance with Seetion 8702, Education Code.

(e) Such requirements in oral and written English as the govern
ing board of the district may establish, '

The governing board may make exceptions to the residence re-
quirement in any instacee in which it determines that an injustice or
hardship would otherwise be placed upon an individual student.

620 EpucaTtion TITLE 6
(Register 70, No. 16—~4-18-70) |

51605. Credit by Ezamination. The governing board of a dis-
trict maintainingy a Community College may grant eredit to any stu.
dent who satisfactorily passes an exainination approved and condueted
by proper authorities of the vollege. Such eredit may be granted only
to a student who is registered at the college and ia good standing for
a course listed in the catalog of the college.

Units for which credit is given pursuant to the provisions of this
section shall not be eounted in determining the 12 semester hours of
eredit in residence reguired by Section 51602,
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CBAPTER 1. CoURSE oF STUDY

Susczarrer 1. CoUBSE STAKDARDS

‘55000. Definitions. For the purposes of this chapter, the fol.
lowing definitions shall apply:

.(a) “Qourse” means an organized pattern of instruction on a
specific subject offered by 2 Community College for grades 12 and 14.

(b) ““Course of study”’ means an organized sequence of courses
offered by a Community Ccllege for grades 13 and 14 within a gen-
eral subject avea,

N NotE: Authority cited for Chapters 1 and 2: Secti : :
25516.5, Education Code. an ections 193, 197, 25515.5 ‘and

55001: Criteria. A graded course shall possess one or more. of
the following characteristics:

.(a) It provides credit toward an associats degree, is normally
considered of collegiate level, and is approved by the board as a com-
ponent of, a prerequisite to, or eligible as a required or elective course
within a course of study which leads toward an associate degree,

TITLE 5 CavrrorNia Coxyvunity COLLEGES ' .640.1
{Register 71, No. 9—~2-27-71) . . . '

(b) It is approved by the-board and is part of an occupational
course of study Lerond high school level within the scope of the term
‘‘vocational nnd technieal ficlds leading to employment,’’ as the term
is used in Education Code Section 22651, which leads toward an associ-
ate degree, an occupational certificate. or both.

(e) It is approved by the board and is recognized upon transfer
by the University of California, a California state colleze, or an sec-
credited indepeudent college or university in California, as a part of:

- (1) The required preparation toward a mejor;

(2) The general, or general educetion, requirement; or
(3) Tke permissible or recommended elective credits.

68002. Standards. A graded course shall meet all of the fol-
lowing standards: . .

(a) The content is organized to meet the reqmirements for the
associate degree as specificd in Chapter 7 (commencing with Secticn
51600) of Division 2 of this part or the requirements for an ceccupa-
tional certificate and is a part of a course of study 1ot exceediug 70
units in length.

{b) Tt is offered as deseribed in the college catalog, or = sapple-
ment thereto, which provides an apprapriate tiile, number, and aceurate
deseription of course content. A course outline is available at the col-
lege. Course requirements and credit awarded are consistent with
Educetion Code Section 22651.

(c) Only ihosze students who have met the prerequisites for the
course are enrolled.

(d) It is subjeet to the published standards of metriculation, at-
fendance, ard zehisvement of the college.

(e) The enrolices are awardsd marks or grades on the hasis of
methods of evaluation set forth hy the collese and are subjiczt o the
standards of retention set forth in Chapter 44 {corameneing with Scction
51300) of Division 2 of this nart or to such additional standards ag
may be estchblished by tha coverning board of the district.

(f) Enrcilreent cannot b2 repeated except in vnusual eireum-
stances and with the prior written permission from the district super-
intendent or his authorized representative or representatives,

SURCHAPTER 2. APpRrovaL or COunses

65100. Approval. Fach eonree to ba oTered by a Coramunity
College shall bz approved by the Casneellor before the courae is offered
by the college.

The courze shail be subnitted to the Zhancello~ on forma provided
by his ofice.

£5101. Chancellor's Riport.  The Chancellor shall report {0 the
board at a fall and a epring raceting the actions which he L 2 {aken
in approving courses submitied to him pursuant to the provisions ol
this chapter. 54~
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1.05

1.05 Duties and Responsibilities
of the Board of Trustees

The duties of the board will be as follous:

1.

2.

3.

4,

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

To select and appoint the Superintendent of the district.

To establish the broad general policies which will govern the
operation of the district.

To approve the annual budget.
To approve the expenditure of all funds,

To appoint or dismiss employeecs of the district upon the
recommendation of the Superintendent,

To fix salaries of all employees and to review all salary
schedules annually,

To act upon recommendations of the administration on physical
plant development and other capital outlay expenditures.

To pass upon recommendations of the Superintendent on matters of
repair and maintenance of buildings, grounds and equipment.

To request and consider reports from the Juperintendent concerning
the educational program, financial aspects of the district, and
all other matters pertaining to the welfare of the colleges.

To consider and act upon the curricular offerings of the colleges
upon the recommendation of the Superintendent.

To consider and adopt an annual calendar.

To provide for the establishment of nccessary procedures to assure
proper accounti..g of all district funds, student organization
funds, cafeteria funds, and any other funds that fall under the
supervision of the district,

To provide for the annual audit of all funds,

To consider communications and requests from citizens or organiza-
tions on matters of policy and administration,

To serve as a board of appeal for students, employees and citizens
of the Peralta Junior College District,
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5.10 ADMISSION REQUIREMEITS

Admission requirements will be published in the catalog of each college.
Each college will require all applicants for admission to file an official
Application for Admission and, when legally required, to submit evidence of
compliance with regulations concerning poliomyclitis inoculation.

5.12 REGISTRATION

Each college will prescribe a period of registration for each term
and will require students to register during that period as announced in
the college's official calendar, Each college may, however, make excep-
tions to this general rule in the case of short-term courses, certain
vocational curricula, or other specialized courses or programs.

5.14 DROPPING CLASSES AND WITHDRAWING FROM COLLEGE

Each college will publish in its college catalog its regulations con-
cerning dropping of classes and withdrawal from college, both cfficial and
unofficial, The dates within which students may drop classes and/or with-
draw from college, either with or without penalty, will be published in
the college calendar.
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5.16-5.20

5.16 ATTENDANCE

Students are expected to attend all meetings of all classes in which
they are enrolled. Specific attendance regulations shall be published at
each college. The distvict requires that attendance records be adequate
for reporting to the State and to other governmental agencies. The colleges
may establish procedures whereby students may take a Leave of Absence for
illness or other legitimate purpose.

5.20 SCHOLARSHIP AND PROBATION

Each college will adopt and publish procedures which will insure
implementation of the provisions of the Title V, Article 15, Section 131
of California Administrative Code, regarding scholarship, probation, and
dismissal of students for academic deficiencies, Such procedures, however,
must insure that all entering students are provided with a minimum attend-
ance of two scmesters before being dismissed for academic deficiencies.
Colleges are authorized to establish readmission procedures,

Each college will establish procedures whereby students may obtain
copies of their grades at the close of each midterm and semester period.
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6.20

% 5.20 REQUIREMENTS FOR DEGREES A:D CERTITICATES

l. The governing board shall confer the degrec of associate in arts upon the
satisfactory completion in grades 13 and 14 of 460 scmester hours or 90 quarter
hours of work in a curriculum vhich one of the Peralta Colleges accepts toward
the degree (as shown by its catalog) and which includes the requirements listed
in (a) through (), provided that 12 semester hours or 18 quarter hours of the
required credit hours werc secured in residence at that junior college. (The
governing board may make exceptions to the residence requirement in any in-
stance in which the governing board determines that an injustice or hardship
would otherwise be placed upon an individual student,) '"Satisfactory comple-
tion" means cither credit carned on a “credit-no credit’ basis or a grade point
average of 2.0 (grade C on a five point scale with zero for an F grade) or
better in 13th and 14th yecar graded courses in the curriculum upen which the
degree is based,

(a) A major consisting of at least 20 semester hours or 30 quarter hours
in a specified fiecld of study.

(b) Thrce semester hours or five quarter hours in the Constitution of
the United States, and in American history, including the study of
American inctitutions and idecals, and of the principlues of state
and local govermment established under the Constitution of this
state, and the satisfactory passing of an cxamination on said
courscs,

(¢) Tuo semester hours or three quarter hours of community and personal
hygienc; cxcept that a junior college student, whose parents or
guardian state in writing that the coursec in community and personal
hyziene is contrary to the religious beliefs of the student, may be
excused from such course and permitted to substitute a two semester
hour or three quarter hour cours:2 in a field or fields specifically
designated by the governing board cf the district in licu of the .
required two-hour course in community and personal hygicnece.

(d) Two semester hours or three quarter hours in physical education
earned at the rate of one-half credit per semester or quarter for
a maximum of 120 minutes per week in directed physical education
activities, except as a student may be exempted in accordance with
Section 8162, Education Codc.

(¢) Six semester hours or nine quarter hours in oral and written English.

2. The governing board of the Peralta Junior College District shall confer

the degrec of associate in science upon the satisfactory completion in grades

13 and 14 of G0 semester hours or 90 quarter hours of work which shall satisfy
all the requirements for an associaie in arts degrece, and which work shall
include a major of at least 20 semester hours or 30 quarter hours in any of

the following fields: ecngineering, physical and biological science, vocational-
technical curriculums,

3. The governing board of the I'eralta Junior College District shall award
the appropriate diploma or degree whenover a student shall have coupleted

(continued)
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6.20-6,21
(continued)

all requirements of a full curriculum of the junior college without regard to
the length of time actually takzn by the student to complete such requirements,
The governing board shall grant .- any student who satisfactorily completes
the requirements of any course c¢.” -tudy in less than tihe prescribed time the
full number of semester hours or quarter hours scheduled for such course.

4, The governing board of the Peralta Junior College District shall issue a
certificate of achievement (as detcrmined by the individual college and
specified in its catalog) to any student who successfully completes any course
of study of curriculum in length less than the full number of years and grades
maintained by the junior college.

% 6,21 CREDIT-NO CREDIT GRADES

Basis of Courses Offered

(a) The governing board of the Peralta Junior College District authorizes
each Peralta College to offei’ courses in either or both of the fol-
lowing categories, and each college shall specify in its catalog the
category or categories in which the course falls: (In the absence of
such regulation a course will be presumed to be offered on a letter-
grade basis.)

{1) Courses wherein all students are evaluated on a ''credit-no
credit" basis,

(2) Courses wherein each student may elect on registration, or
within a reasonable time thereafter, whether the basis of his
evaluation is to be a 'credit-no credit' or a letter grade,

(b)Y A1l unite earned on a "credit-no credit' basis in California insti-
tutions of higher edneation or equivalent out-of-state institutions
shall be counted in satisfaction of junior college curriculum
requirements, but such courses shall be disrcgarded in determining
a student's grade point average for all purposes for which a grade
point average is required.

(c) The governing board authowrizes cach Peralta College to determine
wvhether a student who has received credit for a course taken on a
"eredit-no credit" ' asis at that college may convert this grade to a
letter grade by taking an appropriatec examination,

*Rev, 2/19/68 -59-



6.22

*6.22 STAIDARDS OF SCHOLARSHIP

l. Minimum standards shall require that a student be placed on probation
and immediately notified that his performance is deficient or he shall be
dismissed, in accordance with the requirements shown in the following table:

Grades Grade Status Grade Status

Received Requiring Requiring
Probation Dismissal

All of his grades "No-credit " grades "No-credit"

are '"credit-no credit"
grades

in at least 1/2 but
not 3/4 of units
herein designated
for a student in his
status

grade in 3/4 er
more of all units
attempted in each
of 3 consecutive
semesters (5 con-~
secutive quarters)

All of his grades
are letter grades
Grade points are
czlculated as

Grade point

average for units
hercin designated
for a student in his

Grade point
average of all
units attempted
in each of 3

follous: status is less than consecutive
A-4 grade points 2.0 but not less semesters (5
B-3 grade points than 1.75 consecutive

C-2 grade points
D-1 grade points
F-no grade points

quarters) is
less than 1.75

— e eeem

Some of his grades
are letter grades
and some ''credit-no
credit'" grades

Grade status in all

units in each category

falls in the appli-
cable foregoing
description

Grade status in
all units so
attempted in

each category
falls in the
applicable fore-
going description

Student Status

He is transferring to the
junior college

He is a full-time student

He is a part-time student

Units Designated

All units previously attempted
in any college or university
and in grades 13 and 14 of a

junior college

Units. atteompted..in grades 13
or l4& during the semester or
quarter immediately preceding

All units so attempted

and has attempted in any college
or university, or grades 13 or
14 of a junior college, a total

of 12 semester units (or the
equivalent of quarter units)

-60-
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6.22
(continued)

2, Minimum standard shall require that a student who has been dismissed
shall not be reinstated until one semester (or if the college is on the
quarter system, two quarters) has elapsed after the dismissal, unless the

students comes within the exception set forth in rules adopted by the
governing board,

*Added 2/19/68 -61~
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EXCERPTS from COLLEGE OF ALAMEDA CATALOG
Pgs. 15. 1l6. 17

ATTENDAMCE POLICY

Reguler class arnendonce is required of all students. Instructors will
set ottendanice polit.es for eoch cioss. and it is the student’s responsi-
bility to kncw and conform to each policy.

Instructors may drap o student from class if the number of chsences

exceeds the number of times the class meets in one week. Absences are F

1o be cleorad directly with the instructor.

Leaves of absence moy be granted for limated periods 1o cover ill-
ness, hospitalizotion, or extreme emergencies. Contact each instructor
concemned.

GRADING SYSTEM

Evaluation through grading is the responsibility of each instructor.
Once awarded, grades moy not be chonged except where evidence
Is presented that a dlericl error was involved.,

The yjrades and grode points owarded by College of Alomeda are
defineil as follows:

Grady Dafinition Grade Points
A Excellent 4 points for each unit
8 Good 3 points for each unit
c Avercge 2 points for each unit
D Passing 1 point for each unit
*F Failure 0 points for each unit
1 incomplete 0 points for each unit
w Withdrawal 0 points for eoch unit
CR Credit 0 paints for ecchunit |
NCR No Credit 0 points for eachunit |

The nonpunitive grode of "W is given for courses dropped between.

te fourth week and the end of the quarter, as well os for nononend-.:
ance drops. A student may elect 1o receive a grode of ‘W™ at any time;
up to ang including the Coilege’s scheduied final examination care if,
he so requests in writing. A "W will not appear on the transcript for.
rourses dropped before the fourth week of the guarter (Census Dayl.;
The student should make every effort 1o contact the instructor person.’
ally for a course to be dropped. Drop cards are ovailoble in the Regs-:
trar's Office. The grode of "+ wiil only be awarded, on special request
to the instructor by a student, in lieu of @ *'W."

Arrangements shal! be mode with the instructor to change an in-!
complete (1"} to a letter grade ("A,” “B," “C,” "D, “F," "W"] befo
the end of the eighth week of the next quarter of grtendonce,

The grode “CR™ (successful completion of a course} or “NCR™ {com-
pletion of o course but failed to meet standards) may not be changed
10 o letter grade.

APPENDIX I1I(Z)

GRADE POINT AVERAGES !

A student s grade pant aseroge (GPA) Is computed by dividing the
total units etempled into the lotul arode points earned.

Grode Units Attempted  Units Completed Grede Points
A,B,C,D Counted Counted Counted
Counted Not Counted Not Counted
I, W,NCR  Not Counted Not Counted Not Counted
CR Not Counted Counted Not Counted

REPETITION OF COURSES

Only u course in which o grade of *'D," “'F," "1 UW, or "NCR™ woas
recesved moy be sepeated. If 0 "D grode course is tepeoted, the grade
for each attempt will be included in the grode paint averoge, but units
eorned will be credited only once.

Courses in which the student receives a “C” grede or better may not
be repected unless the college catalog indicates thot the course moy te
repeated for unit credit.

CREDIT/NO-CREDIT POLICY

In designated courses students moy elect fo toke the course on a
credit/no-credit bosis rather thon receive o leter grode, Upon suc-
cessful completion of o credit/no-credit course the student eams the

:specified number of units ond his record will show CR. If the stu-
"dent’s work is unsatisfactory, his record af the end of the course will
- show NCR,

All courses listed in the Announcement of Courses are identified by

'@ symbol that oppeors directly ofter the number of the course. Courses
j fall into these categories. :

1. Courses taken for letter grode only (no symhel)

2. Courses taken lor credit/ no-credit only (symbol $4)

3. Courses thut may be token cither lor o letter grade or on credit/

no.credit bosus {symboit)

A student moy enrcll in one credit/no-credit tronsfer course each
quarter. See your counselor for transfer course requirements.

In courses that moy be taken either for o letter grade or on a credit/
no-credit basis the student must choose which he desires. During the
fourth weel of the quarter, the student must indicate to the instructor
on the proper form whether he is enralied for a letter grade or on @
credit/no-credit bosis.

The designotion credit/na-credit (CR or NCR) may not be changed
fo a letter grade.

: 'Sndlmvillnoivon"w"m{mth-y-hc'nmk-ngmdod“&"
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WITHDRAWAL

A student who withdrows from a class or the College during the
quorter will receive o grade of "W in eoch course invalved. The stu-
dent is responsible for notilying his instructors.

CHRONIC WITHDRAWAL FROM COURSES

At the end of coch academic year, students who have enrolled in 15
or mose quurter unils during she previous three quarters will have their
records reviewed. Those students whose units of "W" in the acodemir
year equol or exceed the number of units completed shall be require:d
to petition for readmission ta the college.

CREDITBY EXAMINATION

Enrolled students who hove hod substantiol prior experiences in the
content of college-level courses may file a petition challenging o
course listed in the College Cotolog. If the petition is approved by the
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EXCERPTS from FEATHER RIVER COLLEGE CATALOG ‘

Pgs. 22, 23, 24

LIMITATION ON UNIT LOAD

A unit foard of 18 units pre quarter iy considered moximum., Students
are urged to casry between 15 and 18 units in order to pursue their
regular academic program eoch quarter. In order 1o toke more than
the moximum, approval must be obtoined by petition from the Office
of Instruction ond the student's odviser,

SCHOLASTIC STANDARDS

Eoch instructor ossigne grodes to his students based on stondords
estoblished as approprinte for each class. Written popers, paricipation
in clons discussaon, mizditerm and final cxommations may be used by
on instructor 1o determine arades It is the student's responsibility to
know the criteria used in groding by his instructors. Students should
consult with instructors during oflice hours for ossistonce and clorifica-
tion of individual instryctors’ grading policy.

GRADES AND GRADE POINTS

Awording aru-es ta stedents is the responsihibity of the instructor of
the course in which the student 12 rrolled Once awarderd, grodes may
nat be chanaged cxcept whene cvndence wopresente Eibat o cbol ereon
hos occurred Upon prescatation of the facts of the situntion, the Presi.
dent of the College may auhiarze a change in grade  Scholarship
marks and gracde paint value, are o, follows.

A Excelieny 4 pnints per unit
;] Abave Averoge 3 points per unit
[od Avecringes 2 pomts por onid
0 Bnrely Pasning 1 point per unit
F Faonhuse 0]
Inc. *fneemiplele 0
w s withdeaan! 0
CR-NCR * e Credit-No Credit [

*To clenr an “Ine.” Atcede, a student must moke orrongements
with (he mstructor ot beast four weeks prior to the end of the
follevainng quarter in resid: nee at fcatber River College, Foilure
to cloor e “Inc ” grarde will result inshe “Ine.” hecoming on
avtomatie “W* ot the end of the succeeding guorter in which

the “Inc ” was grven.
**The responsthility for withdrowol from o closs belongs to the
studient.

***One credif-na credii course moy be token per quorter for o totol
of 15 umis of the required ninety, if o studet is enrolled in o
tronsfer program, he is urged to check the cotolog of the College
he plons to tronsfer 1o, in order to delermine whether o credit-
no credit course is occepied. Credit-no credit courses moy not
be token in the student’s mojor field.

The cumulative grode point averoge {(gpo) is computed by dividing
the 101ol number of units o student hos ottempted into the totol number

of grode points he has eorned.

REPEATING A COURSE

Unless the course description stotes to the controry, students are not
perminted to repeat o course in which o grode of “"C" or higher wos
ochieved. Where o course is repeated, the units will be cocated once.
The new and old grades are hoth ploced on the student's permonent
record and used in computing grade point overnges. Duplicate credit
connot be given for colicge courses which ore token ofter comPleNng.on
equivalent in high school, unless opproved by the Office of Instruction,
No credit con be given for courses which duplicole those token pre-
viously ot onother college, ’

ABSENCE FROM CLASS

Any student obsent without permission {from ony closs for more
times than 1hot closs meets in one week may be recomniended fo the
Deun of Studant Personnet Services for inwmeiliote drop {rom thot closs.

CHRONIC WITHDRAWAL FROM CQURSES

At the end of the spring quarter of soch year, students who hove
enrolled in a total At 15 funrter wnets or moree dhiring the previous three
quorters vall Luawe their records reviewed Thnse <tutlents whose units
of "W in the acelenuc yoar egual ar exceeda the number of units com-
pleted shall e reqrired 1o petiien for readmivacn 1o the College.
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EXCERPTS from LANEY COLLEGE CATALOG Pgs.

.SCHOLASTIC STANDARDS -

Each instructor assigns grades to his students based on standards
estadlished 2s appropriate for each class. Written papers, partich
pation in class discussion, midtenm and final examinations may be
used Ly 2n instruetor to determine grades. 1t is the siudent’s respon-
sibility to know the criteria used in grading by his instructors.
Students shoulé cuasult with instructors during office hours for
assistance,

GRADES AND GRADE POINTS

Schoiarship marks with grade point values used at Laney College

are as foliows:

A Excellent 4 points for each unit

8 Good 3 points for each unit

Cc Average 2 points for each unit

D Passing 1 peint for each unit

F Failure O points for each unit

{ Incomplete 0 units attempted or completed

w Withdrawal 0 units attempted or completed

The cumulative grade point average (GPA) is computed by
dividing the total number of grade goints eared by the total num.-
ber of units attempted.

Students are permitted to repeat a course once. If a course is
repeatcd, the grades fur each attempt are recorded; however, unit
credit is granted for only the first completion.

A grade of “incomptete” may be assigned in cases of illness. efc.
when the student has discussed his “incomplete™ with the instructor
and a definite plan for making up the work within the next semester
in which the student is enrciled has been 2greed upon.

A grade of *‘incomplete’ must be made up within the next seres.
ter in which the student is enrolied or no later than ane ccilege year
if the student is not enrolled. If this is not done, the “incomplete”
remains an “incompiete” and cannot be *'made-up’ or changed to
a “w’"

A student may drop a class at any time during the sernester
‘without penaity and receive grade ‘W in the class concemed,
regardless of the grade being ez-aed. it is the student’s resporsi-
bility to inform the instructor that he is withdrawing, and failure
to do so could result in receiving an undesired grade.

Also, a student may, at the time of final examination, request a
W, This is done by filing & **Conditional Petition."

A student may request a progress report from his instructor
during the semester.

DEFINITION OF A UNIT OF CRIDIT
One unit of credit is defined as one hour of recitation or lecture

(together with the required two hours of outside preparation for each
hour of recitation or lecture), or three hours of laboratory work,
each week for a semester of 18 weeks,

ATTENDANCE REGULATIONS

Regular attendance is required at every meeting nf all courses
for which students are enrolled. Responsibility for making up work
missed because of absence rests with the student. District policy
does not perrnit attendance in class except by studgnts registered in
the class for credit. Leaves of 2bsence may be granted by instructors
tor limited periods to cover itiness, hospitalization or acute emer-

gencies.,
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- DISMISSAL

24, 25, 27

HONOR STUDENTS ’ !

Full-time students who earn a grade. point average of 3.0 or
better for a semester are honcred by being placed on the Deza’s
List for the semester concerned.

REPETITION OF A COURSE

Students are permitted to repeat a course once. The repert is
o noted on the student’s record; both grades are computed in the'
grade-point average and unit credit is granted for the first comple-
tion only, Students who have received credit in a subject may not
enroll for credit in 3 class of tower level in the same subject.

CREDIT BY EXAMINATION :
Credit by examination may be granted under special circum-
stances. To appiy for the opportunity to seek credit by examination, -
the student must be registered at i aney College, in good stardiny,
and must have completed a minimim of 6 units at Laney College.
Such credit cannt be counted toward the 15-unit residence require-

ment tor graduation,
Information regarding credit allowable and procdures may be
outained from the Admissions and Records Office,

WITHDRAWAL FROM COLLEGE
Students who officially withdraw before the end of the semester
wili receive grade “W." . ’
Students who withdraw from the College are urged to investigate
educational opportunities afforded bw the adult education facilities
in various northern Alameda Coun's sthool districts.

Lollege policy pravides that a student may be placed on probation,
suspended or expei!ed for violation of the Code of Student Conduct.
Copies of the Code of Student Conduct will be provided to alf
students during registration, and are available in the Student Per-
sonnel Services oifice.

TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

Ofticiatl transcripts are mailed directly tn other educational insti.
tutions upon written request by a student or the institution
concerned, Two transcripts are provided without cost to the student.
A charge is made for additional copies, Transeripts will not be
issucd until all fiscal obligations due the campus are cleared.
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gtade-pont average’ of fess than 1.75 at the end of any term shatli be
subject 1o dismissat. A studant who s subject to dismissal and who
completas a given term with 0 2 0 grrde-pont avorage for the term,
siafl continue io bo subjoct to dismissat i1 he has a cumuiative
grade-point average of tess than 1.715.

3. Dismissed: A student who is subject to dismissal and completes a
Qiver term with less than a 1.75 average for that term, and who has
cumulatively sttempted 15 quasier unils or more shali be dismissed.

CHRONRIC WITHDRAWAL FROM COURSES

At the end of the spring quarter ol each college year, studants who
have enroliad in a 10ial of 15 quarter units or more during the previous
three Quarters will hava their tecords reviewed. Thcse stydents whose
units of 'W" in the academic year equal of exceed the number of units
comp!ated shall be required to petition for readmission to the college.

TRANSFER STUDENTS

A student transterring to Merriit Coilege shail be on ecademic
probalion if his grade-point average in all units praviously sttemdted at &
university, four-year of community coliege is below 2.0. Thareafter, he is
subjoct to the Merntt Collcge probation and t=tenlion policy.

ATTENDANCE POLICIES

Regular attendance is expected at every meeting of all courses In which
students are enroiled. When students must be abscnt because of iliness,
hospitalization, or zcute emergencies, {hey repor! such absences to their
Instructors on returning to ciasses. Instructors are authorizec to drop &
student for nonattendance it the student fails to attend regutarly and his
absences are considered by lhe instructor as "'unexcused.” Failute to pt-
tend class may te taken into consideration by instructors in assigring
grades.

Leaves of ahsence may be granted tor limited periods to covar itiness,
hospilalization, of acute emergencies, Requests lor such leaves should be
made 10 the Otlice ol Student Personnel either in person or by phone.

Responsibility for making up work missed because o! absence rests
with the student.

Allendance in classes is limited to those who are regularly enrolled in
those classes.

Instructors will announce thair attandance policy at the beginning of
the course.

CENSUS DAY

To become eligible for agoortionment of state funds for support of the
coliege, each colleqe must estabhish an Average Daily Attendance (ADA),
Ttus is established by submitting enroiiment on & specific day in the Quar-
ter - Census Day. Census Day 1s Monday ot the fourth.week of reguiarly
scheduled classes. The coilege’s porion of state financial support (s
dependent on the number of students actively enrolled on that day.

DROPPING CILASSES

A student may crop a clats at any time during the quarter, The
student’s class drop card must be obtamned from the instructor invoived
and deposited with the Othice of Student Personnel Services. A grade of
MW will be recorded.

WITHDRAWAL FROM COLLEGE

Students who withdraw from the Coiteqe at any time during the quarter
should make their withdrawal ofhicial througn the Otfice of Student Per-
sonne! Services. Otticiai withdrawal insures an honorable dismissal that is
reflected on any transcrnipts the stuoent may later regues! tfrom the
College.

Students who withdraw from ‘the Cotlege &re urged 1o investigete
educationsl opportunities atforded by aduit educsation faciities in variou?
northern Alamoeda County School districts.
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EXCERPTS from NORTH

Pgs. 19, 20, 21

GRADING SYSTEM

The grades and graode point
Street College are as follows:

averages owarded by the Grove

A—Excellent —4 grade points per unit
B—Gocd —~3 gradc poinrs per unit
C—Average —2 grade points per unit
D-—Passing —1 grade point per unit

—0 grode points per unit
—Q grade points per unit
—~0 grade points per unit
~—Q grade points per unit

l—Incomplete
W..—Withdrowal
CR—Credit
NCR—No Credit

Awarding of grades ta students is the respansibility aof the instructor
of the course in which the student is enrolied. Students who feel that

' on incorrect grade was issued should consult the instructcr. Cnce

| awarded, grades may not be chonged exceor where evidence is ore.
. sented that a clerical error is invalved. in rore cases where extenuating
circumstonc?s exist the Deon of instructicn moy apprave an in-
: structor’'s request to moke ¢ grade chonge. Studeats may cppea! a
grade through o petition which moy be obtained from the Office of
! Student Personnel Services.
A grade of "W is given for courses dropped and for nonatrendance
i draps. A student may alsa elecy to receive o grode of "W at any time
up to ond including the final exominction date if he so requests.
A grade of “I" moy be thonged to o letter grade within the next
quarter the student is registered. Arrongements shall be made with
the instructor to make up an incomplete grade.
The grade of “CR™ shows successful comoletion of a course which
has beesn designoted in the catalog as o credit/no credit course. This
grade may not be changed to a lettter grade.

<ADEMIC RECOGNITION

Full-time students who earn a grade point cverage of 3.0 or berter
far a quarter are honored by being placed on the Dean's List for rhe
quarter concerned.

Students who receive the Associate in Ars degree are groducted
“with honors" if they have o cumulative grade-poinr overage of 3.10

-67~
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to 374. Those with o cumulative grade-.point average of 3.75 and
above ore graduated “with highest honors.™

CRED{T/NONCREDIT COURSES

In designated courses, students moy elect to take the course on a
credit/noncredit basis rather than receive a letter grade. Upon suc-
cessful compiztion of o credit/noncredit course the student earns the
specified number of units ond his record will shaw CR. If the student's
work is unsatistactory his recard at the end of the course will show
NCR.

All caurses listed in the Announcement of Courses are identified by
a tymbol that oppenrs directly after the number af the course. Courses
{all into these cotegories:

1. Courses taken far letter grade only {no symbol)

2. Courses taken for credit/noncredit anly [symbol==1{}

3. Courses that moy be 1aken either for a letter grade or on credit/

nancredil basis {symbal:==:1)

Before o student may enroll in any course excepl remedial or orien-
tation an a credit/noncredit basis he must have completed 12 quarier
units in courses far which letter grades are given with a 2.0 grade-
point average. Thereafter he may enroll in one credit/noncredit course
each quarter under the fallawing conditions:

1. A course may be taken an a credit-noncredit basis only once.

The caurse may be repeated as a letter gracs course.

2. 1 a student hos received o noncredit grade (NCR) in two courses
he is no fanger eligible 1o toke caurses an a credit/noncredit
basis.

3. A course selected far credit/noncredit grading may not be one
required in the student’'s mojar. If o student changes his major,
courses he has taken on credit/noncredit basis will nat count as
satisiying major requirements,

4. The course selected may nat be used to satisly general educa-
fion or breadth requirements.

5. In courses that may be taken either for a letier grode or on ©
credit/nancredit basis the student must choose which he desires.
Priar to the end of the sixth week of instructian, as specified in
the college calendar, the student must indicate to the instrucior
whether he is enrolled for o [2tter grade or on a credit/noncredit
basis.

6. The designation credit/noncredit (CR or NCR} mc v not be changed
o  letter grade. ’

CHRONIC WITHDRAWAL FROM COURSES

At the end of the spring rfluaiter of each college year students, who
hove enrolled in o 1atal of 15 quarter units or more durir 4 the previous
three quarters will have their records reviewed. Thase + .dents whose
units of “W" in the ocademw year equal or exceed the -umber of
units completed sholl be required to petition for readmis: »n te the
callege.
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APPENDIX III(B)

Grade Distribution Study :
Bureau of Junior College General Education

Spring 1967, Semester or Quarter
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GRADE DISTRIBUTION STUDY
Bureau of Junior College General Educaticn
Spring 1967, Semester or Quarter

COUZSD 10T [ROFCIEN

. ENSOLLe |WITH~ TCATLETIVNG CRADES CF STUDENTS W0 COMPLETSD TES CCUTSE

COURSE 1'sME Mot DRAVALS cacn A 7 [ BEER ) F s,
Accounting 14,311 3,713 10,50c{ 1.6i0] 2,824 3,73%2] 1,452 944 34
25.9% 15% 26% asn 13% 6% 0%
Aercnautics 2,451 420 2,031 343 626 €00 201 135 36
. 17.1% 16% 30% 3% 9% 6% 1%
Agriculture 3,676 409 3,267 s3a| 1,020] 1,199 323 180 - 11
11.1% 162% 312 362 9% 5% 0%
Anatomy/Physiology 4,238 829] 3,409 395 878] 1,428 463 238 7
o : 19.6% 117 25% 41% 13% 6% 0%
Anthropology | 10,804] 1,965 8,830 | 833 2,124] 3,984 1,274 592 32
18% 9% 24% 45% 14% 62| - o1
Architecture/Drafting| 3,222 674 2,548 53¢ 832 805 178 192 7
) | 20092 - 20% 3z 317 6% 7% 0%
art Activiey . 22,563 4,189 18,374 3,615! 72,045| s5,597| 1,030] 1,005 82
L 18.5% 19% 382 30%] . 5% 5% 0%
Art Theory 18,093] 3,036 15,057 | 2,479 4,518| s,593) 1,424 978] - 65
. 16.7% 16% 30% 37% 9% 6] . A
Astronomy 5,280] 1,054 6,226 s22] 1,115| 1,836 537 201 15
19.92 127 26%]  43% 12% 4% 3

Bacteriology . s55 88 467 54 138 208 55 12 '
, 15.8% 1% 29% 447, 11% 2% 0%
Biology/Microbiology | 21,208 3,870 17,2321 1,744] 4,070 7,711 2,665] 1,067] . a1
18.2% 10% 23% 447, 15% 6% 0%
Botany 2,111 286 1,825 220{ sos| 728 273 85 10
. 13.5% 127 27% 397, 14% x| ez
Busincss Courses 70,046] 16,135 53,911 8,235 15,660 19,6001 5,902 4,126 168
23% 157 29% 365 107 7% , 0%
Business Law 7,684] 1,641 6,043 70e| 1,652 2,592 697 378 15
. , 21.3% 1% 27% 427, 1% 6% 0%
Cheaistry " 15,761} 3,405 12,356} 1,105] 2,795} s5,510| 1,960 874 22
o 21.6% _ 9% 227 447 15% 7% 0%
Drava/Theater Arts 7,364 1,329 6,015| 1,866| 2,073| 1,424 201 - ‘329 2.
18% 31 34% 25% 47 5% 07
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COUTSE {DRMS HUIHER

ERCOLL- ] @l CLPLECHIG | GRALYES OF STUDENTS Vild _COUMYLETED THRE _COULSE

COURSE RAMf nets NRAVALS COUISE A b C § n ¥ 1%C.
Earth Science 551 57 494 46 134 220 75 18 1l
10.2% 9% 27% 447, 152 32 0%
Econcmics 15,302] 2,828 12,676 1,156] 3,120] 5,656 1,896 88 50
18.42 9% 25% 452 147 5% 0%
Education 986 174 812 181 241 269 A 28 49
17.6% 222] 297 33% 5% 3% 6%
Elecctronics/Drafeing | 4,113 945 3,168 597 925 1,034 0] 258 24
= 22.9% 18% 29% 32% 102 8% 0%
Enginecring/Drafting 8,31¢ 1,480 6,838] 1, 126 2;079 2,534 648 435 18
: 17.5% 162 30% 37% 9% 6% 0%
English Composicion | 65,779] 15,095 50,684) 3,9611 13,337 22,114} 6,981| 3,934 157
22.9% -7 26% 43% 13% 7% 0%
English Literature 19,933] 3,265| 16,674] 2,344] S,581| 6,460] 1,510 701 78
16.3% 14% I3 8% Y 4z 0%
Fire Science 2,371 354 2,017 442 843 s55{. 86 71 20
14.3% 21% 4% 27% 4% | .oz
Foreign Languages 22,930f 5,387 17,603| 3,652| 5,634| 5,534 1,809 913 61
23.4% 207 3z% 31% 10% 5% 0%
Geography 8,935] 1,561 7,396 50| 1,822] 3,049f 1,125 s06] 42
17.2% 11% 244 417 15% 6% 0%
Geology 9,367 1,478 7,889 g42] 1,975 3,351] 1,142 521 18
} 15.7% 10% 252 42% 14% 6% 0%
Health/First Aid 39,281 5,907 33,374 3,950| 8,719] 13,519) 4,544 2,454 188
. 152 112 26% 40% 13% 7% 0%
. History 69,667| 12,793 56,874| 4,993| 13,6647| 24,014] 9,582 4,432 206
18.3% 8% 23% 42% 16% 7% o%

Home Econonics

. sctiviey . 6,201 702 3,499 849| 1,347 950 217 127 9
16.7% 24% 38% 27% 6% ax 0%
Home Econcmics Theory] 5,912 854 5,058 g11| 1,835 1,860 375 156 17
: 14,41 : 162 36% 36% 7% 3z 0%
" Industrial Technology| 4,896 636 4,060 696 1,299] 1,366 322 372 5
17% 17% 31% 33% 7% 9% %




=

. ;J;'

7l

COURSL | DROPS NIHLER
ERKOLL-|v1ah-  [COUPLETING | GRADES OF STULENTS WHO COMPLETED THE COURSE
COURSE NAME MENT Li'4waLS | COURSE A 3 C D F INC.
Insurance 311 57 254 38 79 97 18 12 10
18.6% 147 31% 387 7% 4% 3z
Journalism 2,902 454 2,448 807 . 821 576 149 95
15.6% 32% 33% 23% 6% 3% 0%
Mathematics ' 48,878f 12,839 36,039 5,017} 8,795} 13,023} 5,405} 3,688 e
26.2% 137 247% 367 147, 107 © 0%
Music Activity 17,461{ 2,804 14,657 8,040 3,667 1,887 471 49° 93
- : 16% 547 25% 127 kYA 3% 0%
Music Theory 14,676] 2,527 12,149 | 2,429} 3,685 &;043 1,213 748 31
‘17.2% 197 307 337 9% 6% %
Nursing : 4,843 373 4,470 679 1,883f 1,648 189 59 12
7.7% 15% 427 367 A2 1% 0%
‘Orientation 4,288 752 3,536 827 966| 1,213 223 267 40
’ ) 17.5% 23% 27% 347 6% 7% 1%
Philosophy 17,082 3,393 13,689 | 1,406| 3,893} 5,831 1,703 783 73
19.8% . 107 28% 427, 12% 5% . 0%
Photography 2,607 486 2,121 396) 791 594 137 191 12
) 18.67% 18% 37% 28% y4 9% Chu
Physical Education o
Activity 137,372] 19,043 118,329 | 35,039 39,912 31,034) &,888| 7,285 171
. 13.8% 297 337 26% 4% 6% 0%
Physical Education . .
Theory 10,611 1,307 9,304 | 2,178} 3,396) 2,673 559 488 10
. 12.37% 23% 3€% 28% 6% 5% 0%
Paysical Science 6,123 894 5,229 4741 1,323| 2,310 801 292 29
‘ 14.6% 9% 25% 447, .15% 5% 0%
Physics 11,272 2,058 9,214} 1,126| 2,540| 4,015 1,059 443 3l
. 18.2% 12% 27% 437 11% a% (474
Political Science 33,640 6,740 26,900 2,439{ 6,390{ 11,502| 4,431} 2,031 107
20% 9% 23% 427, 167 7% 0%
Psychology 49,056 9,237 39,819 | 4,599 9,769 17,226 5,458 2,614 153
: 18.8% 11% 243, 437 13% 6% 0%
Sociology 25,570] 4,329 21,241} 2,170| 6,084} 9,000f 2,731] 1,157 99
16.9% 10%.1 - 28%4 427, 12% 5% 0%.



COUISE fLROPS IUMBER _

ENROLL-| WITH- [COMPLETINC|_GRADES CF STUDERTS WHO COMPLETED THE COUHSE

COURSE NAME rent DRAYALS{ CCURSE A 5 C D 3 1:C.
Speech 22,6211 6,399 18,422 2,525 7,025 7,008 1,057 684 - 63
19.22 137 35% 38% 5% - 3% y4
Zoology 4,811 648 4,163 454 1,081 1,713 630 271 14
. 13.4% 10% 257 41% 15% 67 0%
TOTAL 906,2791169,079 737,2004122,0231212,7171270,€17] 80,447 | 48,557 2,839
_ 18.6% 7 16% 287 367 10% 6% %

GPA = 2.54

Editor*s Notes

The data contained in this survey was compiled by Carl O, Winter and Kenneth Wood
in the Bureau of Junior Collese General Education, State Jepartment of Education, frem
the total population of all junior colleges in Califernia in the Soring of 1967. N=76,
100% response. Henry Tyler, Zxecutive Secrctary of the California Junlor College
Association zorducted similiar surveys ir 1665 and 1960, both of which are availsble
from Ir. Llcyd E. Messersmith, Executive Direcror, California Junior College Assoclation,
2017 "O" Strect, Sacramento, California 95814,

Burcau of Junior College General Education
California Statc Department of Education
May 20, 1968
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APPENDIX III(C)

COMPARATIVE GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS
(Percentage In cach Category)
Spring Semester/Quarter 1972

PERALTA Al ] clp Ir it Ivsnica tsg] ul COLENT
Alazeda 27 |23 14 .02 o |.04 o |.onfo | .29
Featker River |25 20 .19 .03 02 021.02:.03) .27
Fo. Peralta 25 {24 .13 .ot .oo 4} .00 | .00l01) .32
Laney 19 |18 .13 .02 ool od .00 | .00|.00] .&5
1,u_ex.-ri:: 23 |24 fs.19 02| .00} .c4f .01 {.02000] .2
Mean Grade’ 23.2[21.3 14 | .07 .200. [.06 | .01 [.08| .22
MEDIAN {25 23 fie” | .027.00.0 }.cO |.0L 00l .28
27 Northern CCC i A | 3 € {p {r 1 izeafer jxc! ot w
Siskiyous 34 25 fs 9 3 1 ] Grade distr. fig'd.
after W's taken out
Secramento. . 15.5 [23.3 20.6 [6.0 6 2 5.6
Foothill 27 26 fi6 3 r P4, |3 1,U,NCR rptd.
together.
Diablo 25,2 25.3 19.313.4 b.7}.01 .3]3.5 P1.2 4 )
Canada : 24,0 24.4 R25,1)5,0 2.5 2.7 {1.7 1 4.1 PL.5 | ©9.5+W=124.3
Napa 23.9 125.2 14.7 (1.9 | .2 .211.9 31.9
Skyline 122.330.5p6.55.6 1.3 1.6 {1.6 |9.8 h2.7 | 99.7+W=122.4
S.F. City 22.0832.0229.746.67b.43 n1,15[78.85 1004XCR4CR=200
. Cabrillo 22 126 po 3 p B 9 g5 b7  |100437=127
Merced 20.4 {25.3 p4.8i5.3 h.e 1.3 | .2 2.3 18.3
Recdley 200 125 7 17 R 1 E7 *
Solano : 19.1 [25.7 23.6 15.0 B.1 |.4 |1.1) 2.4 18.0
Presno 18 {24 0 .05} .02| .02 ' 28 ,
Contra Costa |34 132 & h P L0t |5 40 1034W=143
Ohlone 18.8526.2721.744.10} .59] .73 27.62
‘West Valley 15 $30 B2 {3 @ 0 |35 14
Santa Rosa 14.9 [26.0 5.5 6.2 .3 1.6 { .6 [1.4{ pA |Totals: 87.3
Anm, River 31.5 30.8 p5.2 (4.4 5.6 1.9 | .01] .04 :
Shasta 28 & 15 12 .0z .ocl 2 30
Modesto 20.8 {21.8 {16.2|3.1 1.7 p..2 {2.5 |5.5 7
Butte 2.9 R4 15 1.2 g.s 1.5 |4.8| p4.2
San Mateo 16 ps6 PpP3 |6 P 1 44 oJy]
Marin 26 EB 1S5 {3 LS Totals: 87
DeAnza 25 by n7 3 3 |7 11 |[Tocals: 91
Gavilan ~ 113.41126,3135.3 15.2 .7 14.6 5.9 Tt
S.J.Delta ©123.9 26.1 19.33.5}.6{.5 ] .8{3.7] |21.3
West Hills 22 27 23 |6 L 20
L-—' .
TOTAL; MEAN 22.5)26.63R3.16%.3 2. 6"1 34)3.23} 6.34 17.72i
\ TOTAL: iEDIAN [22.7 20.1 21 . C4f 014 -0t .01| 03 22 |

BEditor's Note: The data from the 27 Northern California Cormunity Colleges
was corpiled by Paul Becker, Dean of Student Services, Columbia Collcge,
Colupbia, California. The questionnaire made no distinction betucen regular
day and extended day, hence, it is assumed that the percentages rveflect
aggrecgate data, or, are averages betwecen regular day and externded day.
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APPENDIX ITI(D)

California State University and Colleges

Percent Distribution of Grades Awarded in
Undergraduate Courses

Spring 1971
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-APPENDIX III(E)

University of California

Percent Distribution of Grades Awarded
in Undergraduate Courses

1962-1969
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The Peralta Colleges

Percent Grade Distributions By College
By Department

Spring 1972
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. APPENDIX III (F)
THE PERALTA COLLEGES -

A:-Alameda ~ Percent Grade Distributions by Colleges
FR-Feather River . : By Department
1~--Laney : Spring 1972
v v Me-Marritt ) ]
' NP-Rorth Peralta
L‘ - Perzlta Carouses . Pétalta Campuses
epartment lGrada Y R NP I N Department JGrade 3 R NP—j T
Aero . |Number | 3571 65 23| {Animal Tech.{Nizber { 16
‘Transpor=.’ A 9 3 _{ 30} S A |25
tation B 29 4 44 B - 25
: C 27 12 8 c > 13
- D - 3 .0 * D 12
' F 8] 3 0 F "0
I 2 0 0 1 13
5 .- { NCR 0 g 0 NCR | 0
. U -0 LRy .U
) NG g U xG . i)
w ~30 [ 15 W 12
. . Peralta Campuses - e s Peralta Cammuses
Depa::t'n_:ent: Grade Y = NP o " Department CGrade Y = NP I
Afro-Am, . - |Number 206 | 8991645{ | Anthropology|Nimber 27 ' 61| 322
Black A 207 13| 19 ) A 37 29 | 22
Studies - - | B 18 17| 22 B 22 23 23
. c 13 15} 10 [ 0 11 12
- D’ 1 1 1 * D 0’ 0 2
_ F 0 00 ¥ 0 0 0
: 1 7 4] 13 1 19 4 7]
5 NCR 0 ol o &R 0 0 G
CR 0 0 0 CR 0 0 ¢
NG 0 0 0 NG ¢ 0 o]
W 36 50. 35 \'] 22 23 410733
) Peralta Campuses - : Peralta Carmuises
Department (Grade A R NP L m Department [Grade A TR NP T
Anatomy Number 56 901134] | Apprentice~ |Niuzber 671
. . A 25{ 11} 10| { ship A 19
B 171 24] 13 . B 31
C 171 28] 35 C 31
TR o~ 2 ) —7
F 0l 0ol 0 F 1
I 0 0 0 I 2
NCR 0 0 0 HCR 0
CR 0 0 0 CR 0
NG o] o ¥G 0 ]
W 36l 50l 35] v 9 1




‘l.
Peralta Cammuses :

Depattyent Grade ry ) & T i} Department Grade - Perzéga C;;pusei .
Apprentica |Number 135 278} | Actrono.y |Number 83 | 146
. A 15 13; A S 5

B 31 61 B 10 | 20

c 36 17 [4 20 | 2%

"D 7 3 D I

. F 0 0: F 0| ¢

NCR 0 0 NCR ) Y

CR 0 0 CR S T

y NG 1] 0 NG 515
] 10 4 — W 6o ! 35,

Art Number | 4331 281] 468 [2559 |887i [ aueo Nuzber | 648 135
. A 320 27| 22 | 25 | 27} | mechanics A 5 iz
B 24 261 14 17 1 25 Lo B 22 T 29
c 11 4] 11 6 5 [ 26 EEY

"D 1 2 0 L 1 "D 5 b
¥ 0 39 0 0] 0 F T T
I 7 3] & 1] 2 1 .2 ! I Ci
_NCR 0 ol o0 ol © NCR 0 T

CR 0 0f 0 0 0j CR 0 [EE

NG o] of o} o] © ) NG 1 | =

! | :
W ~751 351 39 | 497 35 7 18] ] 51

~Arpeaiarn Nuzber 28 zacter~  [Number 67 1 72!
' A 7 olezy A 2T o

B 54 B 33 | 171

< 7 C 23 [ 21

— D A D 2 1 o

F ] F 3 Gl

I 0 I 21 Qi

NCR 0 MCR D4 ui

CR Y CR U i}

NG i NG 0 Gi

] 28 %- W 22 1 4G

Asian Nusber | 36 | 266l 64 [TBiology |Number | 294] 237] 86 | 93] 261
' Studies A | 20 Sii_23 A A 17 g SR
: B v 13 15 27 B T 24 17 | 171 i3
_C b 14 sl 14 c 35 221 11 2L 23

"D 0 o0 D 5 % T 5 g

. F 9 G6__0 F 0 1 0 o 3

I 6 o_¢ 1 0 0 0 Nl

NCR i 0 oo NCR 0 0 0 0 L

CR 0 o0 CR 0 2 0 0 g

NG 0 of 1 NG 0 0 0 o ]

W &7 760 33 ] 321 301 59 | Zsl 3,
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. = ! . .
Departuent Crade A(?er;;;a C;;:use; T lz)epartment Crade " Per:ﬁltn C;;tpusei -
Betany Number 77 | 77 Comausity |Number 6410
' A 43 1 13 Classes at A 25
B 2 25 Various ) 22
[ 7125 Locations C 14
"D 3 0 ' D 0
_F ol o F 0
X { 0 ! I 0.
NCR 0ol o0 NCR 0
: CR 0 0 -CR U
. NG 0 0 NG U
W 23 1 35 W -7
" 'Business |Numbér | 1065 | 464 7751 I ConstructiofNumber ) 34
. . A 24 18 12 Technology A i3
B 16 23 16 e B 35
C 1C 18 22 c 3
"D 3 1 3 D i}
T 0 0 0 F [ i
1 i1 2 . T 0
NCR 0 0 0 B T 0 ]
CR 0 0 1 CR 0_|
NG 0 0 0 - NG - 0
W 41 29 57 W - S
Bis. Equip.|Nucber 20 3] 98 2338 1 23 Cosmetology | Number 515
Tech..(A) A Zgl ‘22 ; 1:’ 2{;, A g
. B 4 1 [+ B. 1
Bus. Ad.(L)—a- 3] 12 12 1 70 ¢ 18
Sec. Train - D 4 3 5 G D 3
K¢ F 0 T | 0 F T
. I D 1 i] o 1 0
. I'mer ol % o] o0 MCR 0
CR 0 0 0 CR ]
NG a 0 0 NG o !
!
i 3,1 _ 31 62 1ol L _ ] >t
. Carpentry |Number ! | 801 648 65 Coopera- |Number | 423
o . A | I 121 14 22 tive Ed. A 39
B 19 17, 26 B 23
[ 13 26: 16 C 6
) 16 0] 0 D 1
F [§) 0 0 F 0
I . 0 2l 0 1 10
NCR i 0] o o} NCR 0
CR 0 ol 0 CR U
NG ) o] 3 NG Y
] 40 31 33 ] <l
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f - Po art [ . a1 o
Department  {Grady < P;r;;ta CN§°“ e; — Department |crade n Per;;ta cggnuSLz
Chemistry [MNumber 72 61 78} 435 | 382; | pance Number 71
) A 141 18] 291 8| 6 A 21
B 31] 34] 18] 171 19 R B 26
© 2512 57 17 20 . T™=¢ | 20
D 0 2 3] 4| 4f D 1 o
. F 0 0 ol 1t o F 0
I 7 0 41 ol 2 I 0
WCR 0 0 o] 01} 2 NCR 0
CR 0 0 01 01l 5 "CR 0
NG 0 0 1] 0] 0 NG 0
T 237 231 361 531 47 W 31
Chemical Number ' 22| [\pata Pro. |Number .22 [5¢4 {313
“Tech, - A : sy - A ; 9] 17 | 2%
S B XTI B ' 13| 1% | i3
c_ I 36 o o T ¢ : 0 513
D - 0 N 01 11 &
E 0 . P F. 0 0 '
I 9 RN 1 ’ 01 21 =
_NCR. 500.. . Imer 0] o1 1
) CR Ji . o CR 0 0 i
{ N6 N NG ol o1 i
- .. l
= ¥ - ol ] 631 52 | 414
Chinese  |Number |- 25( |Drama Bumber | 153 | 62 |4o7 |115!
' A 36 , A %9 &1 271 3T
B 28 ‘B 17 47 9| Iz
C T C 0 10 71 2
D 0 D 0 0 Y
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- 1 4 T 11 0 0 2
: NCR G NCR 0 0 0] 0
CR 0 CR 2 D) 0 3y
NG 9 NG 0 0 01 o
i
W 32 ] 21 2 1 561 w5:
Community |Nuxber 301! | Dental Number | 178
Social A 25 A 17
Servi:ces B [ ] 35 B 31
o C T 7 C 41
D ! 1 D 5
. ¥ 0 F 0
' 1 5 1 2
“NCR 1 NCR 0
CR 3 CR 0
NG 0 NG 0
— T i W A
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Paralta Corouses ' DU
Department [Grade T ] R | P T %1 [pepartment Grade - Per;;ta C;gpgsci 5
Desert Number b | E Electronics {Number. N 303
Studies A 100, ] : A L&
. C 0 } } ) ) C 3
D 0. | ) D - ‘_)1‘
F 0 ' i F =
NCR 0 ] | NCR ]
CR 0 ! ] CR o
© NG 0 NG 3
. R
.Dr‘f$1“3 Number 859 , 30i { ExperimentalfNumber : 771l !
. . . A 16 7} | College - ° A 0 ;
B 20 71 B ol 1
c 9 10 C T
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W S&t 66! | S ] . i 99:
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oA T Tt sl 162) hqa, e, FRO). A I A I
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c | i 5 E C 8120 72 3 |
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Department |[Grade I Per:}]ita C;!;muse; 3 Department {Grade A Per;;teij;r;nuse; i
Elec. Number ) 15751 U JEntomology | Number ‘ 15
Ind, & A 13 A 36
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