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Policy approved to aid
minorities, disadvantaged

By Tanya Schevitz
CHRONICLE STATF WRITER

The University of California
Board of Regents approved a dra-
matic change to the university’s
admissions policy yesterday that is
expected to increase enrollments
of disadvantaged and minority
students.

The “dual admissions” pro-
gram, which comes six years after
UC banned affirmative action, is
the latest in a series of proposals
by UC President Richard Atkin-
son to expand ways for more stu-
dents ~ particulaily African
American, Latino and Native
American students — to gain ac-
cess to the umversity.

It is the first of its kind in the
nation at a prestigious university.

“It 15 a good step to make sure
students who should be eligible
for UC, and just need a little help,
get the opportunity,” said Joni
Finney, vice president of the Na-
tional Center for Public Policy
and Higher Education. “This
should have been done a long
tumne ago.”

Under the new program, stu-
dents near the top of their class
who do not meet UC’s qualifica-
tions when they graduate from
high school will for the first time
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Numbers
game

tUnder the new
policy, UC will
admit:

w The top 4
percent of stu-
dents at any
given high
school.

u The top 12,5
percent of sfu-
dents at all
high schools
statewide.

= Students
who don't
make the top
4 percent at
any given high
school but are
in the top 125
percent at that
school wilt be
admitted simul-
taneously to a
community col-
lege and a UC
campus. Upon
completing cer-
tain require-
ments, they can
transfer auto-
matically before
their junior year.
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i The Dual Admissions Pro- =
‘ gram, which was approved on a
I 14-t0-3 vote, is expected to go into
% effect for the class applying for fall
| 2003. . o
Several regents initially ex-
. pressed opposition to the plan
during a discussion ‘Wednesday
because of ‘concemns about stu-
dent quality, uncertain funding
1 and campus resources. They were
! yeassured, however, that students
| would have to meet existing aca-
demic requirements.
be admitted both to a UC campus . And after the chair of the facul-
and a community college. If they  ty’s Academic Council asked for 2
complete UC's freshmen and | vote of confidence that the faculty
sophomore requirements and | couldresolve the issues before the
carn a grade point average speci- | plan was implemented, most of
fied by the campus, they willcom- | the opponents shifted their stance
plete their studies at UC and grad-  and voted for it.
“tﬁl}:’&gegg giﬁomm Sue Streamlining the path to UC
Currently, in addition to ac-

Johnson voted against the plan
because she believes the universi-  cepting the top 4 percent from
each high school, UC accepts the

ty is moving too quickly with its
admissions changes. top 12.5 percent of all high school
“It goes back to our whole ac-  graduates in the state. The new
cess-versus-excellence issue that program will be open to students
,between the top 4 percent and

we are struggling with,” Johnson 2
12.5 percent at each high school

said. “I feel pushed.” 122 N e cur
in the state, expan € -
A connection to UC ront eligtbility pool byglo’ogg to

The program is intended toim- 12,000 students a year.
prove UC’s transfer rate from - UChasbeen lagginginits goal
community colleges and create  of increasing community college
new opportunities for students  transfers from 10,100 in 2000 to
who previously would not have 15,300 by 2005. UC hopes the new
been qualified and believed UC. -plan would add another 1,500 to
was out of reach. 3,500 students a year.

“Being able to be admitted A key component of the pro-
from the start to UC is very im- am will be sweamlining the
portant to a lot of students and  transfer path, which is now often
their families” said Thomas . murky and confusmg. UC will
Nussbaum, chancellor of Califor-
nia’s 108 community colleges.
“Knowing that they have a con-
nection to that university from
the start is very much a motiva-
tion.”

The numbers of disadvantaged,
and minority students on campus
have been an issue since 1995,
when the regents voted to ban
1acial preferences throughout the
UC system. While the regents re-
scinded that ban in May, Proposi-
tion 209 — which was approved in
1996 and effectively duplicated
and broadened the regents’ ban —
is still in place.

“Thus educational level should
be open to everyone,” said Regent
Odessa Johnson. “It will allow
(students) to be successful in a
smaller environment first so they
establish themselves as sfrong stu-
dents”

‘The program will comply with
the law by being available to all
students who meet academic eli-
gibility requirements.

Last year, UC started guaran-
teeing admission to the top 4 per-
cent of each high school class to
ensure that it was reaching stu-
dents from disadvantaged high
schools. . 1

The university’s faculty is also
reviewing a proposal by Atkinson
to replace the controversial SAT I,
an aptitude test, with an achieve-

place its own counselors on com-
munity college campuses and lay
out a specific path for each stu-
dent.

“Students who otherwise may
not have gone to the university
could or will because they will
know exactly what is required,”
said Warren Fox, executive direc-
tor of the California Postsecond-
ary Education Commission. “We
have so many students headed for
higher education and such a di-
verse population that it is an 1m-
portant new path.”

State community college
Chancellor Nussbaum said he
will work with Atkinson to ensure
that each of the 108 community
colleges have the courses to meet
UC’s transfer requirements.

“It helps for the students and
their parents to know that there is
some entitlement to do some
work at a UC,” Nussbaum said. “Tt
is part of a long, hard series of
efforts to increase transfers.”

While Nussbaum believes that,
the regents’ action was “color-;
blind,” he expects that it will im.-!
prove the enrollment of under-
represented minorities. i

“Many students because of fi-
nancial or other reasons may
choose to go to community col-
lege for the first two years,” he
said. “And the students with less
ment test. In addition, he has money in this state tend to be
called for every campus to consid- students of color.”
er students’ achievements in the - -
context of their socioeconomic
background and opportunities in
admissions.

Both proposals are expected to
come back to the regents for their
consideration next year.

Winners and losers
under admissions plan

Underrepresented minonties are
currently 36 percent of transfer
students and about 17 percent of
freshmen Estimates by the
University of California about the
“dual adrmissions” pool indicate
that-

m 22 percent of students will come
from rural schools, compared with
12 percent currently in the fresh-
man eligibility pool.

m 39 percent from urban schools
versus 41 percent currently

m 39 percent from suburban
schools, compared with 47 percent
now.

m More than half of the students in
the expected pool will report paren-
tal income of $35,000 per year or
less, compared with 36 percent of
current UC transfers and 29 per-
cent of current UC freshmen.

m About 40 percent of the pool will
be white.

= About 29 percent Létmo.

| About 18 percent Asian Ameri-
can.

W About 6 percent African Ameri-
can.

= About 1 percent American Indi-
an.

®| About 6 percent will be other/un-
known ethnicities.

Scurce University of Calfornia

Program unfunded

However, he shared the con-
cern of some regents that the state:
funding may not be there to sup-
port the program and the steep
UC enrollment growth expected
over the next decade.

The program will cost about
$2.5 million a year, but that fund-
ing was pulled from UC’s budget
in legislative conference commit-
tee. UC expects the funding to be
proposed in a separate bill soon.

Regents David Lee and Peter
Preuss, said yesterday that they
supported the program, but they
were concerned that it would fur-
ther strain the umiversity’s re-
sources as it struggles to accom-
modate a huge influx of students

“There’s not enough money,
there’s not enough campuses,
there’s not enough classtooms to
handle it,” Lee said.

In other developments yester-
day, the regents were told that the
picture for the university’s budget
over the next year is fairly bleak

Although the state’s budget
proposal includes a 5 percent in- |
crease over last year’s $3.2 billion
for UC’s general fund, UC has lost
at least $90 million in exfra mon-
ey it expected, UC’s vice president
for budgets Larry Hershman told
the regents.

A boost promised for faculty
salary increases was slashed, as
was money to reduce student-fac-
ulty ratios from 18-to-1, and addi-
tional funding for maintenance,
instructional equipment and li-
braries. Some regents even said
that if the tight times confinue
next year and the state doesn’t
come up with full funding for
faculty raises in the 2002-2003
budget, UC may even have f0
consider increasing student fee
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