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INTRODUCTION

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y 1



Of all the policy issues related to dual enrollment—a uniquely 
complex policy topic in and of itself—the question of who pays 
students’ tuition arguably poses the thorniest challenge of them 
all. A state’s dual enrollment funding model can either open the 
doors of program access or present an insurmountable barrier 
to participation for students (or districts, or postsecondary 
institutions) facing financial struggles. 

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y 2
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while 52% of all American high schools lacked access to 
dual enrollment courses, 69% of high minority high 
schools did not offer dual enrollment coursework, more 
than twice the percentage of low minority high schools 
(33%) not providing dual enrollment opportunities. 

With this reality that access to dual enrollment is 
inequitable nationally, there is much that states can and 
should be doing to design policy systems, including 
funding systems, to expand equity of access and success. 
Research shows that dual enrollment can have significant 
positive benefits for students in terms of their ability to 
access and complete college, and other factors. Therefore, 
it is essential that policy and funding systems are 
designed to minimize barriers and maximize access to 
these benefits.

DEFINING DUA L ENROLLMENT

For purposes of this report, “dual enrollment” is an 
umbrella term referring to stand-alone college 
courses offered to high school students, regardless 
of course location, instructor type, or modality. 
When referring to the funding approach for a 
specific dual enrollment model, the state-
designated term for that program is used. While 
some states use the term “early college” to refer to 
dual enrollment courses as defined for purposes of 
this publication, this report does not include 
information on state funding approaches for 
schoolwide, sequential college in the high school 
approaches such as early and middle college high 
schools, including PTECH.
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As such, state funding model decisions have a significant impact 
on equity of access to dual enrollment. Dual enrollment equity 
means that the student population in a state’s dual enrollment 
program mirrors the demographic, socioeconomic, and geographic 
diversity of the state’s overall K–12 student population. 

If a state’s K–12 population is 20% African American, 
30% rural, and 50% eligible for free and reduced-price 
lunch, the dually enrolled student population in a state 
that has achieved dual enrollment equity is 20% African 
American, 30% rural, and 50% eligible for free and 
reduced-price lunch. 

Despite considerable recent gains in dual enrollment 
participation across the U.S., state and national data 
document challenging, persistent disparities in program 
access and enrollment along geographic, demographic, 
and socioeconomic lines. For example, data from the 
U.S. Department of Education’s 2020–21 Civil Rights 
Data Collection (CRDC) indicated that white students 
comprised 48% of the U.S. public high school population 
but accounted for 60% of the dual enrollment student 
population. The 2020–21 CDRC also showed that male 
students, students who were Latino, Black, or of two or 
more races, English learners, and students with 
disabilities were underrepresented in dual enrollment 
programs nationally. Other federal data bear out that as 
parental education level decreases, so does the likelihood 
that their student would take a dual enrollment course. 
Sadly, state-specific data from across the nation echo 
these findings.

A 2018 GAO analysis of U.S. Department of Education 
data for the 2015–16 school year revealed that high-
poverty or small high schools were significantly less 
likely than low-poverty and large high schools to offer 
dual enrollment coursework. Another analysis found that 

https://cherp.utah.edu/publications/research_priorities_for_advancing_equitable_dual_enrollment_policy_and_practice.php
https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/docs/crdc-2020-21.html
https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/docs/crdc-2020-21.html
https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2019/2019176.pdf
https://www.gao.gov/assets/gao-19-8.pdf
https://www.excelined.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/ExcelinEd.Report.CollegeCareerPathways.CRDCAnalysis.2018.pdf
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A MULTIFACETED CH A LLENGE

The College in High School Alliance (CHSA) argues that dual enrollment funding models are part of a broader set of 
components essential to attaining dual enrollment equity. The CHSA report Unlocking Potential: A State Policy Roadmap 
for Equity and Quality in College in High School Programs sets forth six policy levers, each indispensable to state efforts 
to achieve dual enrollment equity. These six dual enrollment equity policy levers are below.

CHSA aspires to a national vision in which tuition poses no barrier to a student’s participation in dual enrollment. The best 
dual enrollment funding approach is an equity-focused model that sustains and incentivizes participation among students, 
districts and institutions alike, while providing strong state (and national) return on investment.

4   Course Access & Availability: States 
ensure that students are able to access college in 
high school courses, regardless of geography, with 
pathways that maximize opportunities for students to earn 
multiple college credits, and facilitate students exploring 
academic and career areas of interest while ensuring that those 
courses count toward high school graduation requirements.

6   Navigational Suppor ts: States prioritize the student 
navigational supports and advising needed to ensure student 
success in college in high school courses, particularly for those 
students historically underserved by these programs.

3   Finance: States design funding mechanisms that remove 
financial barriers for low-income and moderate-income students 
to participate and excel in college level work in high school.

1   Equity Goal & Public Reporting: States set an equitable, 
statewide public goal for increasing the participation and 
success of traditionally underserved student groups in college 
in high school programs, with clear, disaggregated public 
reporting and accountability for progress toward the goal.

2   Program Integrity & Credit Transfer: 
States support and promote high-quality 
college in high school programs through 
effective oversight and cross-sector 
collaboration between the K–12 and 
postsecondary sectors, as well as ensuring 
credit articulation.

5   Instructor Capacity: States develop 
strategies to recruit, support, and diversify 
the pool of instructors with the qualifications 
to teach college in high school while 
encouraging collaboration between K–12 and 
postsecondary partners as college in high 
school programs are scaled.

https://collegeinhighschool.org/resources/state-policy-roadmap/
https://collegeinhighschool.org/resources/state-policy-roadmap/
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THREE SUSTAINABLE FUNDING APPROACHES

State policy leaders and their staff often ask, “What’s the 
one best dual enrollment funding model that my state can 
adopt?” The answer? There is no one best dual enrollment 
funding model. Each state’s model must reflect the policy 
and political leanings of its voters. It should be emphasized 
that when considering adopting another state’s dual 
enrollment funding approach, leaders must weigh the 
tradeoffs inherent in the alternate funding model, and the 
model’s political and financial “fit” within their own state’s 
unique financial and political context. Policymakers must 
ensure that a revamped funding approach serves the 

state’s dual enrollment equity aspirations, and that 
students, parents, and various other state and local dual 
enrollment stakeholders find the approach palatable.

This report presents three approaches that eliminate 
student-borne tuition costs for public school students 
while supporting broad program access, as well as two 
models that may transfer some or all tuition costs to 
students and families. For all three models, the report 
identifies the states that have adopted each model and key 
considerations for policymakers. Note that states may 
have separate funding models for private and home school 
students, or limit state funding to public school students. 

For each of these finance approaches, this report provides:

• 	� The equity rationale for the model—what makes it appealing to 
states that have chosen it?

• 	� Potential benefits and challenges the model presents for 
various state and local stakeholders

• 	� Questions states need to ask themselves, to ensure program 
“fit” from a political, aspirational, and financial perspective

• 	� Best practices and lessons learned from states that have 
adopted the model.

S T U D E N T  P AY S  N O  T U I T I O N

State pays • Combination of state and 
district pay • District pays

S T U D E N T  M AY  P AY 
A N Y W H E R E  F R O M  N O 

T O  F U L L  T U I T I O N

Local decision

S T U D E N T  P AY S 
 R E D U C E D  T U I T I O N

Costs split between state 
and student, district and 
student, or state and/or 

district and student
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This report also highlights several leading funding 
models to consider, summarizing these states’ funding 
approach and the features that make each model worthy of 
replication. The appendix provides a brief summary of all 
50 states’ dual enrollment funding approach(es) as of spring 
2024, as well as state approaches that minimize or eliminate 
student-borne tuition costs for low-income families.

In addition to developing funding mechanisms to support 
high schools and college tuition costs, there are additional 
costs involved in providing dual enrollment such as 
textbooks and transportation. While this report does not 
explicitly address those additional costs, resources are 
available to help states think about how to address them. 
In addition, this report focuses on state policies and 
programs intended to reduce tuition costs for students; 
state policies that require student payment of full tuition 
have therefore been excluded.

States should also consider the extent to which 
federal sources, including Perkins, GEAR UP, or 
ESSA funds, can offset state investment in dual 
enrollment tuition and other program costs, to 
maximize long-term sustainability. See the 
College in High School Alliance’s Federal 
Playbook for more information on the use of 
federal funds to support dual enrollment. 

• • •

https://collegeinhighschool.org/resources/federal-playbook/
https://collegeinhighschool.org/resources/federal-playbook/
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STUDENT PAYS 
NO TUITION
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Under this funding approach, the state pays dual enrollment 
tuition regardless of student family income. Students enrolled 
in courses covered by the state program are not charged 
tuition; postsecondary institutions typically do not receive 
the same tuition amounts per course as they would receive for 
a regularly matriculated student. 

State Pays

STUDENT PAYS NO TUITION
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State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Arkansas Concurrent Challenge Scholarship Program

District of Columbia DC Dual Enrollment Consortium Program

Georgia Dual Enrollment

Hawaii Early College

Idaho Advanced Opportunities

Kansas Excel in CTE

Kentucky Dual Credit Scholarship Program and Work Ready KY Dual Credit Scholarship Program

Maine Aspirations Program

Minnesota Postsecondary Enrollment Options (PSEO) formula model

Montana One-Two-Free

New Hampshire Dual and Concurrent Enrollment Scholarship Program

New Mexico Dual Credit

North Carolina Career and College Promise

Oklahoma Concurrent Enrollment Tuition Waiver

Rhode Island Concurrent Enrollment and part-time Dual Enrollment

Tennessee Dual Enrollment Grant Program

Vermont Vermont Dual Enrollment Program

Virginia College and Career Ready Virginia Program (beginning school year 25–26)

Washington College in the High School

West Virginia Dual Enrollment Pilot Program

Generally speaking, these states 
cover dual enrollment tuition only for 
eligible courses covered by specific 
state-funded programs. Courses 
completed outside of these state-
funded programs fall under other 
funding models. See Appendix 2 and 3 
for details on all the dual enrollment 
funding models present in a 
particular state.

State dual enrollment funding in 
Alabama, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania may subsidize 
students’ dual enrollment tuition 
costs. However, state funds do not 
subsidize tuition for all dual 
enrollment-eligible students in all 
school districts in these states.

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y

States that use this approach may cover all courses in which eligible secondary students enroll up 
to full-time postsecondary enrollment or may limit tuition payments to a certain number of 
courses or credit hours, enrollments in specified courses (i.e., career/technical), or to students in 
designated grade levels. 
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In addition, Florida’s Dual Enrollment Scholarship Program (F.S.A. § 1009.30)—funded through a state appropriation—
reimburses eligible postsecondary institutions for summer-term public school students’ tuition and instructional materials. 
(The program also reimburses institutions for private and home school students’ tuition and instructional materials for fall 
and spring term courses.)

Equity Rationale for the Model

Equal financial access to dual enrollment courses, regardless of family income 

Potential Benefits and Challenges

Benefits Challenges

•  �Students don’t pay tuition

•  ��Ideally, this approach equally incentivizes participation for all 
students and all school districts, regardless of student 
demographics, high school location, etc.

•  �Treating all eligible students in the same way simplifies 
enrollment tracking reimbursement or payment of tuition for 
participating students (as opposed to tracking a subgroup of 
students based on underrepresented status). This approach 
can also simplify data sharing between state and local 
education entities.

•  ��Not requiring demonstration of need reduces student stigma 
and decreases the paperwork required from students and 
parents for participation. Both issues factor into student 
engagement in these programs. 

•  �State reimbursement to institutions is generally at rates lower than the tuition revenue a 
regularly matriculated student would generate. This can disincentivize a higher 
education institution’s participation. 

•  �State models awarding funds through a scholarship approach may disproportionately 
impact participation among eligible underrepresented students unaware of program 
eligibility requirements and application processes and deadlines. State scholarship 
programs requiring school staff to submit program applications may also disparately 
impact eligible students in underresourced high schools, in which school counselors 
with high caseloads and many other responsibilities may be constrained to 
communicate scholarship opportunities to students and submit participation 
applications before program deadlines. 

•  �Even in states that do not require students to apply for dual enrollment scholarship 
funds—in isolation from other supporting policy to ensure program access and 
engagement, this approach can exacerbate equity gaps by increasing the ease with 
which affluent students from college-educated families can take advantage of dual 
enrollment programs.

•  �Annual legislative appropriations may not keep pace with increasing program 
enrollments, resulting in prorated reimbursements to postsecondary institutions or 
school districts. These lower reimbursement amounts may deter secondary or 
postsecondary partners from promoting student participation. 

•  �Sustaining policymaker buy-in may pose a challenge, particularly as costs increase with 
increased student participation , and new policymakers enter office.

•  �Equal treatment is not equity. Policymakers and program staff may face challenging 
conversations centering on why an affluent student and low-income student receive the 
same benefit/opportunity.

http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=1000-1099/1009/Sections/1009.30.html
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Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Mandates on Course Offerings

Are all public high schools or districts 
required to enter into dual enrollment 
agreements?

States should consider requiring all public high schools to enter into dual enrollment agreements, so that 
local administrator commitment to dual enrollment is not a barrier to program access.

Are all public postsecondary institutions 
required to enter into dual enrollment 
agreements?

States should consider requiring all public postsecondary institutions to enter into dual enrollment 
agreements. If dual enrollment program participation is determined by each institution’s leadership, the state 
may not realize its goal of ensuring equitable access.

Course/Student Limitations

How many courses will the 
state cover?

While permitting high school students to enroll full-time in postsecondary coursework will allow the most 
motivated students to earn an associate degree before high school graduation, the volume of credit hours 
that the state must pay for under such policies may not prove sustainable in the long term, thus 
compromising future program access.

What types of courses will the 
state cover?

States may consider limiting state-funded courses to: 

•  �A set of courses recognized for transfer among all public two- and four-year institutions in the state.

•  �Broadly applicable general education courses, and CTE courses applicable to in-demand credentials and 
degrees.

What student grade levels can access state-
funded courses?

States should weigh the potential benefits and disadvantages to limiting the student grade levels that can 
access state-funded courses.

Are only public school students funded, 
or are private school and/or home 
school students eligible to participate 
under the state-funded rate?

States should consider whether they will allow all students who meet program eligibility requirements—
regardless of school type—to access state-funded dual enrollment courses.

QUESTIONS STATES NEED TO ASK THEMSELVES

Policy components adjacent to the funding model can foster better equity outcomes. States need to assess their policies in 
the following key areas to ensure equitable access and participation.
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Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

What tuition or reimbursement amount will 
the state pay for each enrolled student?

A few approaches to dual enrollment tuition-setting can balance the state’s ability to sustain long-term 
program support with the district and institution’s need for funds supporting program delivery costs:

•  �A uniform reduced tuition rate (e.g., Idaho, Kentucky)

•  �An allocation automatically generated in a state-established formula (e.g., Iowa)

•  �A f lat amount from a legislative appropriation to be allocated to participating institutions (e.g. , Georgia)

What mechanism will transfer tuition 
payments from the state to the 
institution or district in a timely manner? 
Which state agency is best situated to 
process payments?

States must determine the answer to this question based on local context. Maximizing efficiency augments the 
state dollars available to support program access and participation.

Who pays non-tuition participation costs— 
fees, textbooks, course materials, etc.?

Non-tuition course costs passed on to students and families can disparately impact program participation for 
underserved learners. Non-tuition course costs borne exclusively by school districts may reduce the number 
of course sections or student enrollments they can provide, particularly in small or rural districts, 
underresourced districts, and districts experiencing declining student enrollment.

States should consider approaches that ensure fees, textbooks, course materials, transportation, and other 
program expenses do not pose an obstacle to student participation or districts’ ability to offer dual enrollment 
opportunities. To minimize student-borne participation costs beyond tuition without unduly burdening K–12 
partners, districts and postsecondary institutions may split non-tuition costs or the postsecondary institution 
may provide textbooks at no charge to students. States may also consider an appropriation subsidizing 
institution-borne costs, or encourage postsecondary use of open educational resources (OER), including in 
courses delivered to high school students.

Data Collection and Reporting

What data on program benefits to students, 
and K–12 and postsecondary partners, 
should the state collect and publicly report 
to demonstrate the state’s return on 
investment and help sustain policymakers’ 
commitment to the funding model?

States should annually collect and publish participation and outcomes data, including but not limited to:

•  �Cost savings to families and the state for postsecondary courses completed via dual enrollment

•  �Credit hours completed in broadly transferable, broadly applicable general education courses, and CTE 
courses required for in-demand credentials.

•  �The relationship between dual enrollment participation and

—  Higher postsecondary matriculation rates
—  Lower remedial placement rates
—  Higher levels of student postsecondary success, including persistence and completion
—  Reduced time to degree

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y

https://www.mhec.org/sites/default/files/resources/2021_OER_in_Dual_Enrollment.pdf
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BEST PRACTICES AND LESSONS LEARNED

Expect significant participation gains—and associated 
increases in state expenditures

Generally, states that adopt funding models that shift dual 
enrollment tuition responsibility from students and families 
to the state see immediate and steep increases in program 
participation rates; these sharp inclines in participation rates 
demand a more considerable state financial commitment. 

Simplicity and transparency are key in implementation systems

To implement an equitable “state pays” dual enrollment 
funding model, states must establish a means to distribute 
state funds to school districts and/or postsecondary 
institutions that is at once expedient,  accurate, simple, 
and transparent. Policy approaches that support these 
features include:

Setting a statewide tuition rate or reimbursement rate

•	 �Idaho dual credit courses taught at the high school by a 
high school instructor (the most common delivery 
model in the state) are charged at a uniform tuition rate 
of $75 per credit hour across all participating public and 
private institutions.

Idaho’s Advanced Opportunities program, the 
only of its kind in the nation, establishes a fund 
of $4,625 for each public school student in grades 
7–12 from an annual state appropriation. 
Students may apply these funds toward any of 
several acceleration options: dual credit tuition; 
AP, IB or professional certification exam fees; 
CTE workforce training courses, or “overload” 
courses, taken in addition to a full credit load 
and outside of the regular school day, including 
during the summer.

•	� Per Georgia statute, public and private institutions 
participating in the state dual enrollment program 
receive an allocation from an annual appropriation. 
Each institution must consider the allocation to be full 
payment for a student’s tuition, mandatory fees, and 
books, up to a limit of 30 semester hours.

•	 �New Hampshire has set a statewide dual enrollment 
tuition rate for courses offered through the New 
Hampshire Community College System. Students in 
grades 10, 11, and 12 can complete two free dual and 
concurrent enrollment courses per year, with the state 
paying colleges $150 per course for an Early College At 
Your High School and Early College Online approved 
concurrent enrollment course. Community colleges 
receive half the tuition of a traditional course ($215.00 
per credit for the 2024–25 academic year) for an Early 
College on Campus approved dual enrollment course. 
Students may pay this tuition rate for community college 
courses beyond those covered by the state. Across all 
such delivery models, the institution accepts such 
amount as full payment for course tuition beyond the 
two free courses for 10th, 11th and 12th grade students.

Centralizing and streamlining payment processes

Approaches that streamline payment processes support 
equity by ensuring that tuition payments do not hinge 
upon student and parent understanding of bureaucratic 
procedures, or strain already overstretched district or 
school-level human resources.

•	� Georgia payments are disbursed to postsecondary 
institutions by the Georgia Student Finance Commission. 

•	� The Idaho State Department of Education pays dual 
credit tuition funds to postsecondary institutions at 
the end of each semester based on the number of dual 
credits the Advanced Opportunities portal indicates 
were completed at each institution. 

https://codes.findlaw.com/ga/title-20-education/ga-code-sect-20-2-161-3/
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Establishing clear initial program parameters may mitigate 
sustainability challenges

Student participation in “State Pays” funding models can 
ultimately reach a point at which state funding falls 
short of tuition reimbursement obligations. It is more 
politically palatable to students and parents to expand 
course caps and eligible student grade levels than to pare 
back the opportunities from which earlier student 
cohorts benefited.

When establishing a “State Pays” model, state leaders may 
consider codifying parameters on eligible students, credit 
hours, and courses, in order to ensure that state funding 
levels in the long run can keep pace with program 
enrollments. Potential program guardrails are listed on 
page 11 in the “Questions states need to ask themselves” 
table under “Course/student limitations”.
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Combination of 
State and District Pay

Under this model, state policy either: 

•	� Defines the respective portion of tuition that the state and 
district will pay, or

•	� Requires that districts make initial tuition payments to the 
postsecondary partner. The state subsequently provides an 
appropriation or a supplemental weight in the school funding 
formula based on reported dual enrollment participation.
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State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Iowa Concurrent Enrollment, a.k.a. Contracted Courses

Minnesota Concurrent Enrollment (courses offered at the high school by an approved high school 
instructor or faculty member)

Wisconsin Early College Credit Program (ECCP) (courses taken at a University of Wisconsin, Tribal, or 
private institution). Combination of state and district pay, provided a student is taking a course 
for both high school and college credit.

*See also page 24 for states in which either the district and student, the state and student, or state, district, and student pay.

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y

Equity Rationale for the Model

Equity of student access to dual enrollment courses, regardless of family income, with less strain on state coffers

Potential Benefits and Challenges

Benefits Challenges

•  Students don’t pay

•  �Ideally, this approach equally incentivizes participation for all 
students and all school districts, regardless of student 
demographics, high school location, etc.

•  �The school district and/or postsecondary institution may not receive the same level of 
funding it would receive for a traditional high school or postsecondary student

•  �Sustaining both state and local leader buy-in may pose a challenge, particularly as 
costs increase with increased student participation and policymaker turnover occurs.

QUESTIONS STATES NEED TO ASK THEMSELVES

Questions Previously Posed for the “State Pays” Model Regardless of Funding Mechanism

•  Mandates on course offerings 
•  Course/student limitations
•  Funding transfer mechanisms
•  �The entity responsible for non-tuition participation costs
•  Data collection and reporting
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BEST PRACTICES AND LESSONS LEARNED

Significant participation gains, including among diverse learners

Across the board, states that have adopted this funding 
approach have seen gains in student participation, 
including among underrepresented groups. In just one 
example, Minnesota provides that a district offering a 
postsecondary course taught by high school teacher 
(defined in Minnesota statute as concurrent enrollment) is 
eligible for up to $150 per student enrolled in a concurrent 
enrollment course (M.S.A. § 124D.091). From 2020–2022, 
concurrent enrollment participation increased 23% and 
12% among English learners and special education 
students, respectively.

Need to communicate with policymakers to sustain state appropriation

In states in which districts make initial tuition payments 
to the postsecondary partner and receive a subsequent 

legislative appropriation to defray program expenditures, 
states need to clearly and persuasively communicate 
program value to legislators, including data on program 
growth, the benefits of student participation—
particularly for students underrepresented in higher 
education in the state—and the state’s return on 
investment in the program. This communication is all the 
more vital as program enrollments—and district costs—
rise, and districts need higher levels of state funding to 
keep pace. 

Minnesota legislation requires that an annual report be 
published on postsecondary enrollment options (PSEO), 
concurrent enrollment, Advanced Placement (AP), and 
International Baccalaureate (IB), including student 
enrollments and recommendations for these programs 
(M.S.A. § 120B.13).

Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

What tuition amount will the state and 
school district respectively cover?

The funds that the school district receives from the state should be adequate such that districts— 
particularly low-resource districts or those with declining student enrollments—are not unduly limited in the 
number or type of dual enrollment courses they can offer or deterred from offering dual enrollment 
altogether.

Should tuition be paid by the district and 
partially reimbursed by the state, either at a 
flat rate or through an appropriation?

A state’s approach will vary based what is palatable to state policymakers, and state and local K–12 and 
postsecondary stakeholders.

If the state chooses a flat rate, there should be an opportunity for rate adjustments if and when needed.  An 
appropriation that does not increase with rising inflation and student participation rates will disincentivize 
school districts from providing equitable access.

Alternatively, states that fund K–12 programs through a formula-based model can add a supplemental weight 
for dually enrolled students.

In addition to these questions, states considering the “Combination of state and district pay” mechanism should also 
assess their policies in the following key areas below to ensure equitable access and engagement.

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/124D.091
https://www.lrl.mn.gov/docs/2024/mandated/240207.pdf
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/120B.13
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Under this model, state policy requires district revenues 
(i.e., per-pupil funds, funds generated by average daily 
membership, etc.) to cover tuition expenses. Students may 
be charged fees but are generally not charged tuition.

District Pays
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State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Arizona Concurrent Enrollment (for courses offered on a postsecondary campus)

Colorado Concurrent Enrollment (for programs conducted in accordance with statute at a 
high school, postsecondary institution, or other location or modality)

Florida Dual Enrollment (for courses offered during the regular school year by a 
postsecondary faculty member either on campus or at a public high school)

Indiana Dual Enrollment (for courses offered by Ivy Tech institutions on the 
college campus)

Maryland Dual Enrollment

Minnesota PSEO by contract (courses taught by postsecondary faculty member at the postsecondary 
institution, online, or at the high school through a locally-determined funding approach that 
differs from the statutorily-defined PSEO funding model)

Ohio College Credit Plus

Rhode Island Dual Enrollment (for full-time enrollment at a community college)

South Dakota Dual Credit (University faculty teach a university course at a school district)

Wisconsin Start College Now (for courses taken at a state technical college)

Wyoming Dual and Concurrent Enrollment

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y

Rationale for the Model

•  �Funds district would already pay for educating student now applied to dual enrollment tuition
•  �K–12 funding less susceptible to fluctuations than public higher education funding
•  �May be perceived by some policymakers as politically “easier” than other funding models

Potential Benefits and Challenges

Benefits Challenges

•  Students don’t pay •  �Adding programing that draws from already strained district resources can be unpopular. 

•  �This approach can disproportionately stress under-resourced districts. 

•  Placing tuition burden entirely on districts may:
– �Generate ill-will towards the program among some local decisionmakers
– �Force local leaders to make tough decisions to meet program demand among students, parents
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Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

What tuition amount will the district pay for 
each enrolled student?

Several approaches to levels of tuition paid can cover costs while balancing the district’s ability to maintain 
long-term program support with the needs of the district and postsecondary partner:

•  A flat rate that all districts are charged for eligible courses

•  �A locally determined rate, with parameters on the minimum or maximum tuition that districts can 
be charged

•  Differing tuition levels depending on where and by whom a course is taught

•  �Differing tuition levels depending upon institution type (two-or four-year, public or private.) 
However, this may add a layer of complexity that creates a barrier to equitable access.

Local Agreements Between K–12 and Postsecondary Partners

To what extent should the state specify the 
content and parameters of local 
agreements?

To minimize substantial variations in program access or quality from one district to another, states 
may consider specifying the access and quality elements that must be addressed in local agreements 
between K–12 and postsecondary partners. Florida F.S.A. § 1007.271(21) has one of the most 
comprehensive lists.

Should the state require K–12 and 
postsecondary partners to annually submit 
their dual enrollment partnerships to a state 
agency for review?

Yes, provided that state policy requires local agreements to specify program elements (for example, 
the tuition amount being paid or reimbursed per student per course) that may vary from district to district and 
that may create inconsistencies in equity.

BEST PRACTICES AND LESSONS LEARNED

Parameters for permissible tuition amounts

Setting a minimum and maximum that districts can be 
charged for dual enrollment tuition can avert situations 
where an institution might otherwise seek to win a 
competitive advantage over other institutions by offering 
tuition below what other institutions are offering. 

Setting parameters for tuition rates can also avoid disputes 
between K–12 and postsecondary partners if the course is 
offered at the high school, either by a postsecondary 
faculty member or an approved high school instructor.

•	 �Florida statute establishes that for public school 
students dually enrolled in public institutions, school 
districts pay the institution the standard tuition rate 
for courses taken on the postsecondary campus (during 

QUESTIONS STATES NEED TO ASK THEMSELVES

In addition to these questions applicable across funding models, states considering the “District pays” mechanism should 
also assess their policies in the following key areas below to ensure equitable access and engagement.

http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=1000-1099/1007/Sections/1007.271.html
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the fall and spring terms), the costs associated with the 
proportion of the faculty member’s salary and benefits 
to provide the course if the faculty member travels to 
the high school, and no payment if the course is 
delivered at the high school by an approved school 
district faculty member (F.S.A. § 1007.271(21)(n)(1))

•	� Under the Concurrent Enrollment Act, Colorado 
statute provides that dual enrollment tuition rates 
must be negotiated between the K–12 and 

postsecondary partners. Tuition charged by a public 
two-year college may not exceed the student share of 
Colorado resident tuition rate for the course. Tuition 
charged by any other postsecondary institution may 
not exceed the student share of the Colorado resident 
tuition rate for a general education course. Both tuition 
rates are set by the state board for community colleges 
and occupational education. (C.R.S.A. §§ 22-35-104(6)(b)
(III), 22-35-105(3)(a)(I) and (II))

http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=1000-1099/1007/Sections/1007.271.html
https://casetext.com/statute/colorado-revised-statutes/title-22-education/school-districts/article-35-concurrent-enrollment-programs-act/section-22-35-104-enrollment-in-an-institution-of-higher-education-cooperative-agreement
https://casetext.com/statute/colorado-revised-statutes/title-22-education/school-districts/article-35-concurrent-enrollment-programs-act/section-22-35-105-financial-provisions-payment-of-tuition
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STUDENT PAYS 
REDUCED TUITION
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Costs Split Between State and 
Student, District and Student, or 
State and/or District and Student

Under this model, state policy directs the state or district to 
cover some but not all tuition expenses. Students are 
expected to pay the portion of tuition not handled by the 
state or district. The states listed below do not include those 
in which the state or district covers dual enrollment tuition 
only for low-income students. 

STUDENT PAYS REDUCED TUITION
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State and Student Share Payment

State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Indiana Dual Credit (priority liberal arts and approved CTE courses taught at the high school by an approved high school instructor; 
applies only to students not eligible for free or reduced-price lunch)

Utah Concurrent Enrollment (courses offered at the high school or postsecondary institution, via interactive videoconferencing 
[IVC], or online)

District and Student Share Payment

State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Michigan Dual Enrollment (courses completed at the postsecondary institution through Postsecondary Enrollment Options or 
the Career and Technical Preparation Act). The district may pass onto the student any costs the school district is not 
required to cover. 

Either State and Student, District and Student, or State, District and/or Student Share Payment

State For Eligible Courses Completed Through

Alabama Dual Enrollment. Combination of state and local decision, for community college courses supported by a legislative 
appropriation. A college may choose to use its state dual enrollment appropriation to defray or cover dual enrollment 
tuition costs. If the college does not use its allocation to pay dual enrollment tuition costs, the student is responsible 
for tuition costs unless such costs are covered by another source.

Oregon Dual Credit. Tuition responsibility may be split between state and district, state and student, or state, district, and student.

Pennsylvania Combination of state and local decision. Responsibility for tuition that is not covered by state dual credit grant funds is 
locally determined.

South Carolina Tuition responsibility may be split between state and student or district and student. High school students dually enrolled in South Carolina 
Technical College System courses may apply for Lottery Tuition Assistance grants after applying all other state aid.

South Dakota Combination of state and district or state and student, for courses taken through the State Subsidized High School Dual Credit Program for 
11th and 12th graders. A district is authorized but not required to pay any portion under the student’s share not covered by state funding.

Washington Running Start (courses offered at the postsecondary campus and online). Combination of state, district, and student pay (for non- 
low-income students)

Wisconsin Early College Credit Program (ECCP) (courses taken for college credit only at a University of Wisconsin, Tribal, or private institution)
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NEW JERSEY ’S INNOVATION DUAL ENROLLMENT PILOT 

State pays and policy silent. Although state policy is silent on the entity responsible for paying dual enrollment 
tuition, funds appropriated in FY 2024 and FY 2025 support the Innovation Dual Enrollment Pilot. In each fiscal year, 
the pilot program has awarded four dual enrollment partnerships competitive grants, which allows for eligible 
expenses such as covering students’ dual enrollment tuition, as well as other program expenses.

QUESTIONS STATES NEED TO ASK THEMSELVES

In addition to these questions applicable across funding models, states considering this funding approach should also 
assess their policies in the following key areas below to ensure equitable access and engagement.

Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

Does the student and/or district or state pay the same 
cost regardless of

• Instructor type?
• �Institution type (two- or four-year? Public or private)?
• Course location or modality?
• �The number of courses a student has completed?

To minimize confusion or misinformation, non-low-income students should be charged the 
same tuition regardless of instructor or institution type, course location or modality, or the 
number of dual enrollment courses a student has completed.

Rationale for the Model

Decreases the barrier of tuition cost for students and parents

Potential Benefits and Challenges

Benefits Challenges

•  �May increase program reach, by reducing the impact that the state, districts, 
postsecondary partners or students might otherwise bear in isolation

•  �Students may take course selections, coursework more seriously if they’re 
bearing some financial responsibility. Potential for less financial pain for 
districts and/or postsecondary partners

•  �May reduce potential disparities in program offerings in low-resource 
districts or districts with high percentages of low-income students unable 
to cover their own tuition

•  �Without parameters on the amount students are charged (including waivers 
for low-income students), access and participation may be compromised

•  �Program sustainability may be compromised without:

– Parameters on eligible courses

– �Ongoing communication to policymakers on program rationale, return on 
investment
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Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

How can policy create an equitable 
balance of district- or state- and student-borne costs?

The combined district or state and student-borne portions of tuition should be equal to or less than 
the tuition generated by a regularly matriculated student in the same course. The student-borne 
portion of tuition for non-low-income students should be minimal/reasonable.

Placing too great a tuition burden on districts can force them to make difficult financial tradeoffs 
in order to meet student and parent demand for coursework.

What, if anything, do low-income students pay? Low-income students should not be charged tuition. Processes should be instituted such that 
districts notify the state or postsecondary institution when a low-income student enrolls in a dual 
enrollment course, so that their portion of tuition may be waived or paid by an entity other than 
the student.

postsecondary institution, with over 40 locations 
statewide), students are also not charged tuition; rather, 
the district pays the student’s tuition (IC 21-43-4-19.5). 

Using funding to incentivize offering of and enrollment in broadly 
applicable, transferable courses

•	 �Incentivize students to select broadly applicable 
courses—and for liberal arts, broadly transferable 
courses. The list of priority liberal arts courses 
students may access at the $25 per credit hour tuition 
rate (or at no cost for low-income students) is approved 
annually by the CHE and Statewide Transfer and 
Articulation Committee. All priority liberal arts 
courses are in the Indiana Core Transfer Library, a set 
of courses that transfer among all Indiana public 
two- and four-year institutions, as well as five 
independent institutions. The CTE courses offered at 
the $25 per credit hour rate apply to the Indiana 
Department of Education-approved career pathways. 

•	 �Incentivize public institutions to offer broadly 
applicable, broadly transferable courses. Public 
two- and four-year institutions recover a portion of 
lost tuition revenue for priority dual credit courses 

BEST PRACTICES AND LESSONS LEARNED

Indiana authorizes the Commission for Higher Education 
(CHE) to identify a set of priority dual credit courses 
(taught by an approved high school instructor at the high 
school) to receive state funding (IC 21-43-1.5-1) and set a rate 
to be charged a student for such courses (IC 21-43-1.5-2). 
Indiana policy ensures the quality and applicability of 
courses and incentivizes K–12/postsecondary 
partnerships to offer these courses.

Minimizing student cost as participation barrier

Per the CHE policy resulting from the aforementioned 
directive, non-low-income students may be charged 
$25 per credit hour for priority liberal arts courses and 
select postsecondary credit-bearing CTE courses. 
Institutions are authorized, upon demonstration of 
financial need, to grant a student financial assistance, 
including a tuition waiver (IC 21-43-4-12), and must waive 
dual credit tuition for a student eligible for free or 
reduced-price lunch (IC 21-14-8-1). 

For priority dual credit or CTE courses taken at Ivy Tech 
Community College campuses (Indiana’s largest public 

https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-4-19.5
https://transferin.net/earned-credits/core-transfer-library/
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-1.5-1
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-1.5-2
https://www.in.gov/che/files/Policy_on_Dual_Credit_Opportunities_in_Indiana.pdf
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-4-12
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-14-8-1
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Partnerships or approved by the CHE (IC 21-43-4-19.2). 
Ensuring through these mechanisms that courses 
delivered by high school instructors hold students to 
college-level expectations may assuage concerns about 
the broad transferability of priority dual credit 
courses, or the significant state investment the 
Indiana model represents.

QUA LITY M ATTERS

Since 2004, the National Alliance of Concurrent 
Enrollment Partnerships (NACEP) has served as 
the nation’s sole accrediting body for concurrent 
enrollment partnership programs providing an 
essential component of external review for quality 
assurance and quality improvement of these 
unique educational programs. Accreditation is 
awarded to programs after a comprehensive peer 
review by a team of experienced representatives 
of NACEP-accredited concurrent enrollment 
partnerships. Applicants conduct a self-study 
and prepare an accreditation application with 
evidence documenting how the college or 
university implements NACEP’s 16 national 
standards for program quality in the areas of: 
curriculum, faculty, students, assessment, 
partnerships, and program evaluation. 

and dual credit CTE courses through a legislative 
appropriation. Every biennium, public institutions 
submit to the legislature a head count of enrollment in 
priority courses and CTE dual credit courses per 
semester, and the legislature provides an 
appropriation to defray the cost of lost tuition 
revenue. As of the 2023–2025 biennium, the 
reimbursement is approximately $50 per credit hour.

	� The actual amount of tuition to be charged for 
priority dual credit and CTE dual credit courses (up to 
$25/credit hour) is to be determined in the local 
agreement between the K–12 and postsecondary 
partners. In practice, many institutions waive tuition 
for priority dual credit and CTE dual credit courses. 

•	 �Facilitate student counseling/advising. Creating a 
single statewide list of courses offered at reduced or 
no tuition that either apply toward a career pathway 
or general education requirements helps guidance 
counselors advise students into courses most likely to be 
applicable to the credential or degree they aspire to earn.

•	� Ensure course quality. Per Indiana statute, all 
institutions offering dual credit courses (in which an 
approved high school teacher delivers the course at the 
high school)—including but not limited to those offered 
for the $25/hour tuition rate—must either be accredited 
by the National Alliance of Concurrent Enrollment 

https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-4-19.2
https://www.nacep.org/
https://www.nacep.org/
https://www.nacep.org/accreditation/standards/
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STUDENT PAYS ANYWHERE 
FROM NO TO FULL TUITION
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Under this model, state policy either is silent on tuition 
payment processes, or directs the K–12 and postsecondary 
partners to determine the tuition to be charged and the party/
parties responsible for paying tuition. 

Local Decision or Policy Silent
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State Details

Alaska While policy is silent on who pays tuition, in practice, external funders 
(e.g., school districts, tribal organizations, municipalities) pay tuition on 
the behalf of the majority of students.

Arizona For community college courses offered at a high school or CTE center 
during the school day.

Arkansas For concurrent enrollment and endorsed concurrent enrollment courses not covered 
by the Arkansas Concurrent Challenge Scholarship. Up to 6 credit hours of tuition is 
waived for low-income students.

California For courses taken through College and Career Access Pathways (CCAP). While policy is 
silent on who pays tuition for CCAP courses, policy specifies that students may not be 
charged tuition. In practice, institutions waive tuition.

California For community college courses taken by special part-time or full-time high school students. 
While state policy permits community colleges to waive fees for such students, in practice all 
colleges waive fees for high school students.

Connecticut For dual credit courses generally

Delaware However, subsidized tuition for low-income students.

District of Columbia For students whose tuition is not covered by the DC Dual Enrollment Consortium Program.

Illinois Local decision for dual credit agreements between a school district and community college district. First for FY 2024 and 
continued for FY 2025, the Illinois Community College Board (ICCB) is awarding dual credit grants to select community colleges to 
reduce equity gaps and enhance dual credit programs at high schools with substantial percentages of underserved learners.

Kansas Student pays, unless the student’s district elects to pay all or a portion of the student’s fees, books, materials and equipment.

Kentucky For courses not covered by the Dual Credit Scholarship Program or Work Ready Kentucky Scholarship Program for high school 
students. Students may not be charged a tuition amount that exceeds the state-set dual credit tuition scholarship rate.

F u n d i n g  f o r  E q u i t y

Note that some states listed below cover tuition for approved eligible dual enrollment scholarship applicants, limited 
numbers of courses, grade levels, institution types, or course types, and leave to local determination the entity responsible 
for tuition not covered by state funds.
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State Details

Louisiana The dual enrollment agreement between a secondary and postsecondary partner must specify which costs are respectively 
borne by students and families and covered by the secondary and postsecondary partners.

Massachusetts While policy is silent on the entity responsible for covering tuition, in 
practice tuition arrangements are negotiated between the secondary and 
postsecondary partner, or directly with families. State funding for the 
Commonwealth Dual Enrollment Partnership (CDEP) covers or defrays 
tuition costs for one course for applicant students from low-income and 
other underrepresented populations. Students must enroll in a course offered 
through a CDEP-participating institution.

Mississippi Locally determined. Student pays, unless tuition is covered by grants, scholarships, or the 
school district.

Missouri Policy silent on tuition for non-low-income students.

Nebraska For students who do not receive dual enrollment/dual credit tuition assistance through the Access 
College Early (ACE) Scholarship Program. In addition, a legislative appropriation combining state and 
federal funds is allocated to all community college districts to support high school students’ dual credit/dual 
enrollment tuition; the amount of tuition covered and, as applicable the entity responsible for covering the 
remaining tuition varies by community college district.

Nevada Policy silent. However, state-set reduced tuition rates for dual and concurrent enrollment students are set by the Nevada 
System of Higher Education (NSHE).

New York Policy silent. However, statute authorizes community colleges, the trustees of the City University of New York (CUNY), and 
the trustees of the State University of New York (SUNY) to offer reduced or waived tuition to dual and concurrent 
enrollment students.

Oklahoma Policy silent for students who do not receive a state-funded tuition waiver for 12th and 11th grade students.

Oregon For Expanded Options courses

South Carolina Local decision, for dual credit courses not covered by the state’s Lottery Tuition Assistance program
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State Details  

Texas Local decision (except for low-income students, see Appendix 3), for courses offered to 
non-low-income students through an agreement between a school district and 
postsecondary partner. The agreement must state the funding sources for dual credit 
courses, including for tuition. Per statute, a school district is not required to pay dual credit 
tuition or other associated costs.

Vermont Local decision for courses not covered by the Vermont Dual Enrollment Program.

Virginia Policy silent. However, effective with the 2025–26 academic year, the state will pay for eligible community 
college courses completed through the College and Career Ready Virginia Program and funded through the 
College and Career Ready Virginia Fund.

Rationale for the Model

•  Easier to gain policymaker support than other models

•  Appealing in local-control states

Potential Benefits and Challenges

Benefits

•  �Districts/institutions must reach mutually agreeable arrangement

•  Students might pay little to nothing

Challenges

•  �Some postsecondary institutions may charge districts or students full 
tuition (or close to it), resulting in significant disparities in student 
access and affordability statewide

TEX AS’ FAST PROGR A M

Through the Financial Aid for Swift Transfer 
(FAST) Program, eligible students may enroll in 
eligible dual credit courses at no cost to them if 
they were educationally disadvantaged [eligible for 
free-/reduced-price lunch] at any time during the 
four school years preceding the student’s 
enrollment in the dual credit course. Eligible 
institutions may participate only if the tuition 
charged does not exceed the tuition rate 
established in HECB rule. Public institutions of 
higher education must annually opt in or opt out of 
the program. In fall 2024, virtually all Texas public 
two-year institutions were participating in the 
FAST program V.T.C.A., Education Code § 28.0095; 
19 TAC § 13.500 - 13.506

https://www.highered.texas.gov/student-financial-aid-programs/fast/
https://reportcenter.highered.texas.gov/agency-publication/guidelines-manuals/financial-aid-for-swift-transfer-fy-2025-participating-institutions/
https://statutes.capitol.texas.gov/Docs/ED/htm/ED.28.htm#28.0095
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.ViewTAC?tac_view=5&ti=19&pt=1&ch=13&sch=Q&rl=Y
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Questions to Ensure Equitable Access

Funding Amounts and Processes

Should state policy set parameters on how 
much tuition may be charged any student 
statewide, or low-income students 
specifically? 

Yes. State policy can identify external (federal, state, or private) funding sources districts may use to 
help cover tuition expenses.

Data Collection and Reporting

With the potential that the “Local Decision” 
model creates for inequitable access, what 
is the role of state-level dual enrollment 
data collection and reporting systems?

State data reports must be externally-facing and designed to easily identify inequities in access and 
participation rates. If necessary, data systems must be created or enhanced, or made public-facing in order 
to collect and report reliable dual enrollment data, in order to identify local disparities.

Risk of Inequitable Program Access

Does the benefit of local flexibility 
outweigh the potential downside of uneven 
program access across the state? 

States should consider a dual enrollment funding model other than the “Local Decision” model to mitigate or 
eliminate the risk of inequitable program access that this funding model poses.

BEST PRACTICES AND LESSONS LEARNED

Tuition Parameters

If the local decision is to charge students tuition (either 
discounted tuition or the same tuition as regularly 
matriculated students), should the state prohibit low-income 
students from being charged? Should the state provide 
tuition support for low-income students, and if so, how?

Policy options to ensure students in financial need have 
dual enrollment course access include:

•	� Requirement that local agreements cover low-income 
students’ costs: Arkansas’ low-income students cannot 

be charged participation costs for up to six credit hours 
of endorsed concurrent enrollment coursework taught 
by a high school teacher at the high school. Low-income 
students’ costs must be covered by the student’s school 
district, the postsecondary partner, or through a 
cost-sharing agreement between the district and 
postsecondary institution (A.C.A. § 6-16-1204(e)(3))

•	 �Earmarked state funds: Delaware prohibits a student 
from being denied access to dual enrollment courses 
because of the student’s or family’s inability to pay 
(14 Del. Admin. Code 506.3.1.5). However, a portion of 
the legislature’s annual $1.5 million in college access 
funding since 2014 has been earmarked for dual 

QUESTIONS STATES NEED TO ASK THEMSELVES

In addition to these questions applicable across funding models, states considering the “Local decision” mechanism should 
also assess their policies in the following key areas below to ensure equitable access and engagement.

https://casetext.com/statute/arkansas-code-of-1987/title-6-education/subtitle-2-elementary-and-secondary-education-generally/chapter-16-curriculum/subchapter-12-advanced-placement-and-endorsed-concurrent-enrollment/section-6-16-1204-implementation
https://regulations.delaware.gov/AdminCode/title14/500/506.shtml
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enrollment expenses for low-income students. Funds 
are retroactively awarded to districts based on 
numbers of dually-enrolled low-income students 
reported to the department of education.

•	� State-funded scholarship program: Nebraska policy is 
silent on the entity responsible for covering dual 
enrollment tuition. However, the Access College Early 
Scholarship Program offers awards covering tuition 
and fees to applicant students whose parent/guardian 
meets financial eligibility criteria or has experienced 
an extreme hardship (Neb. Rev. St. §§ 85-2104, 85-2105). 
In 2023–2024, $ 1,110,314 in state funds supported 5,584 
scholarships supporting 17,746 credit hours taken.

Identifying external funding sources

Communicating to local partners that dual enrollment 
tuition responsibility does not necessarily lie with a single 
entity, and that alternatives to the district or student are 
possible, can jog creative thinking on this issue. The 
Arkansas Division of Higher Education’s Concurrent 
Enrollment Policy provides that, for courses not covered 
by the Concurrent Enrollment Scholarship Program, the 
student pays tuition, unless course costs are paid by the 
school district, a postsecondary scholarship, a grant, or a 
private foundation.

Using data to identify local disparities in offerings and access

While disparities in program offerings and access are 
likely to exist across dual enrollment funding models, they 
may be particularly exacerbated when the amount of 
tuition to be paid is entirely at the discretion of the K–12 
and postsecondary partner. Kentucky’s Dual Credit Policy 
(first adopted in 2016 and most recently revised in 2024) 
calls for the Council for Postsecondary Education (CPE) to 
“[maintain] the Dual Credit Dashboard in collaboration 
with the Kentucky Center for Statistics (KYSTATS)”. 

The Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education’s dual 
credit dashboard provides data on program availability 
and credit hours attempted, by institution, district, and 
high school to allow for cross-state comparisons on course 
access and participation rates.

https://nebraskalegislature.gov/laws/statutes.php?statute=85-2104
https://nebraskalegislature.gov/laws/statutes.php?statute=85-2105
https://adhe.edu/File/Concurrent%20Enrollment%20Policy%20July%202024.pdf
https://adhe.edu/File/Concurrent%20Enrollment%20Policy%20July%202024.pdf
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CONCLUSION
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Where possible, states should be using this resource to look beyond the foundations of the 
existing finance system to identify new questions worth answering or challenges worth 
addressing. Many states have already developed dual enrollment funding systems, but every 
state has more to do to ensure equitable access and success for low income and underrepresented 
students in college in high school programs.

This paper is a key resource to assist policymakers in navigating the complex set of options 
available to create policy that serves students in need. By addressing equity though intentional 
use of state funding we can grow and sustain dual enrollment programs and empower our 
nation with the educated workforce to meet the needs of the 21st century economy.

CHSA and Zinth Consulting, LLC are ready, willing, and able to work with states interested in 
adopting some of the lessons of this resource and reforming their dual enrollment funding 
model. Don’t hesitate to reach out through the CHSA website, www.collegeinhighschool.org or 
the Zinth Consulting website, www.zinthconsulting.com, to start the conversation.

Designing a state dual enrollment funding model that places equity at its core and removes tuition 
burdens for low income students is complex, but states have options for how to design models that 
suit their specific governance or political circumstances while still meeting important objectives. 
Each state’s circumstances are likely to be slightly different, and so different questions and 
challenges will likely be at play. 
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State Brief Summary Key Features

Idaho A recurring appropriation creates a fund of $4,625 for each public school student in 
grades 7–12. Using a statewide portal, students may use account funds for several 
purposes, including dual credit tuition.1 Participating public and private institutions 
adhere to a statewide dual credit tuition rate of $75 per credit hour. 

•  �State pays (no tuition expense for school districts or families)

•  �Eliminates school district responsibility of issuing tuition payments to postsecondary partner

•  �State-funded at a level to allow students to complete most of an associate’s degree upon high school 
graduation

•  �Eligible general education courses transfer statewide

•  �Statewide reduced tuition rate makes it unnecessary for districts to “shop around” for the lowest dual 
credit tuition rate

•  �Centralized, streamlined tuition payment process

•  �Empowers parents and students—gives them choice in how to apply state funds

Indiana State-supported dual credit courses are offered in high schools by approved high 
school teachers. Published in a statewide list reviewed annually, eligible courses 
are general education (“priority”) courses transferable to public two- and four-year 
institutions statewide, and CTE courses leading to credentials in high-demand 
occupations in the state. 

Statute requires that tuition for priority dual credit courses be waived for 
low-income students. While statute permits non-low-income students in priority 
courses to be charged up to $25 per credit hour, in practice many institutions waive 
tuition for all dual credit students regardless of family income.

Every biennium, public institutions receive a partial reimbursement from a 
legislative appropriation based on reported credit hours earned in priority and CTE 
dual credit courses.

•  �In most instances, state pays (no tuition cost for districts, little to no tuition expense for non-low-income 
families, no tuition expense for low-income families)

•  �Designates state entity, not the school district, responsible for issuing tuition payments to postsecondary 
partner—thus minimizing district-borne staffing and resource burden associated with program 
participation

•  �Eligible general education courses transfer to public (and some private) institutions statewide

•  Eligible CTE courses lead to credentials in high-demand occupations in the state

•  �Incentivizes financial incentives for public postsecondary institutions to offer—and for students to 
complete—CTE and general education courses that will apply towards attainment of their postsecondary 
and career goals

•  �Does not impose a state funding barrier on the number of eligible courses eligible students may complete.

Leading State Models to Consider

APPENDIX 1

There is significant variation in approaches to funding dual enrollment, with each state developing a customized approach to whether and how it supports these 
programs. The following states have funding models that appear to meet both state and program needs, support program growth, and provide specific funding to 
support dual enrollment access and success. States interested in making changes to their dual enrollment funding model are recommended to begin with looking at 
the different funding approaches of these states, as they seem most promising.

1  Ef f ec t ive Jul y 1 , 2 024 , each pr iva t e school s t uden t in gr ades 7–12 has a f und o f $2 , 500 t hey may dr aw f unds f r om f or dual cr edit t ui t ion and pos t secondar y cr edit- bear ing ex ams , and C T E cer t i f ica t e ex ams . ( I . C . § 3 3 - 4 60 3)

https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title33/T33CH46/SECT33-4603/
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State Brief Summary Key Features

Iowa School districts may enter into contractual agreements with community colleges 
for the provision of concurrent enrollment courses at the high school or college 
campus. The agreements specify the tuition amount the secondary partner will pay 
the postsecondary partner. The state K–12 funding system automatically generates 
an additional weight for school districts based on the portion of the school day each 
student was enrolled in contracted college courses the previous school year. The 
weight is .5 for general education courses and .7 for CTE courses.

•  �Supports local control by permitting local secondary and postsecondary partners to identify mutually 
agreeable tuition rates

•  �Automatically generating concurrent enrollment district allocations through supplemental weights in the 
K–12 funding formula minimizes district concerns about concurrent enrollment tuition expenses incurring 
significant financial loss.

•  �Greater weight for CTE courses acknowledges that CTE courses are more expensive to deliver than 
general education courses

•  �Does not impose a state funding barrier on the number of eligible courses eligible students may complete.

Kentucky State dual credit scholarship programs funded through an annual appropriation 
allow eligible students to enroll in general education and CTE courses at no tuition 
cost to them. 11th and 12th graders may enroll in two approved dual credit courses 
each school year and 9th through 12th graders may enroll in up to two approved CTE 
dual credit courses each school year. Districts apply to the Kentucky Higher 
Education Assistance Authority (KHEAA) on the behalf of eligible students. 
Participating institutions charge and receive reimbursement from KHEAA at the 
statewide non-negotiable dual credit tuition rate, which in spring 2024 is 40% of the 
Kentucky Community and Technical College System in-state credit hour tuition rate.

•  State pays (no tuition expense for school districts or families)

•  �Designates state agency, not the school district, responsible for issuing tuition payments to 
postsecondary partner—thus minimizing district-borne staffing and resource burden associated with 
program participation

•  �Placing responsibility with districts for submitting student scholarship applications may minimize the 
extent to which students miss out on scholarships due to parent and student lack of awareness of 
scholarship opportunities, missed application deadlines, or other factors unrelated to a student’s ability 
to succeed in a college-level course

•  �Statewide non-negotiable tuition rate makes it unnecessary for districts to “shop around” for the lowest 
dual credit tuition rate—may also reduce competition among institutions for district dual credit 
partnerships 

•  �Reduced tuition payment to participating institutions promotes long-term sustainability of the state’s 
financial commitment to the programs.

Utah The state board of education allocates funds from an annual concurrent enrollment 
appropriation to local education agencies (LEAs) and the state board of higher 
education on a 60/40 split based on whether instruction for reported credit hours 
completed was delivered by an approved secondary instructor or postsecondary 
faculty member. For faculty-led courses, 60% of the allocation goes to the board of 
higher education and 40% to the LEA; the 60/40 split is reversed for secondary 
instructor-led courses. The legislature must adjust the appropriation in proportion 
to increases or decreases in the number of statewide course credits earned and the 
value of the weighted pupil unit.

Statute allows institutions to charge up to $5 per credit for students eligible for free 
and reduced lunch. In part due to the complexity of confirming eligibility, USHE 
institutions have held to $5 per credit for all students for all delivery modalities.

•  �Keeping concurrent enrollment tuition to $5 per credit hour rate for all delivery modalities and students 
regardless of family income reduces state and local staff time, and ultimately, state and local expense for 
program delivery

•  �Annual appropriation must be aligned with increases or decreases in course completion levels and state 
aid for K–12 students

•  �60/40 split recognizes the additional expense borne by the program partner who leads instruction

•  �State funds diminish the financial burden for LEAs and postsecondary institutions

•  �A modest tuition charge for non-low-income students may encourage students to take course selections 
and coursework more seriously

A p p e n d i x  1
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Alabama Dual Enrollment Combination of state and local decision. The Alabama Community College System allocates an annual appropriation to the 23 system colleges offering dual 
enrollment. Colleges prioritize these Dual Enrollment Scholarship funds to meet the needs of local partnerships and maximize their benefits to the optimal number of 
participants. Scholarship funds may be applied to include tuition, materials, and supplies as determined by local agreements. Dual enrollment expenses not covered 
by the scholarship are the responsibility of the student.

2023 S.B. 88; Chancellor’s Procedure for Policy 801.03: Admission: Dual Enrollment/Dual Credit for High School Students; Alabama Community College System Policy 
801.03; Ala. Admin. Code r. 290-3-1-.02(11)

Alaska Dual Enrollment Local decision. While state policy designates the student/parent as responsible for dual enrollment tuition costs, in practice external funders (e.g., school districts, 
tribal organizations, municipalities) pay tuition on the behalf of the majority of students.

Regents’ Policy P10.05.015, University Regulation R10.05.015(A), (C)

Arizona Concurrent Enrollment (on 
postsecondary campus)

District pays

A.R.S. § 15-901.07

Arizona Dual Enrollment 
(community college 
courses at high school)

Local decision

A.R.S. § 15-1821.01(1)(b), A.R.S. § 15-101(11)

Arkansas Concurrent Enrollment (for 
courses funded through 
Concurrent Challenge 
Scholarship Program)

State pays. Each academic year lottery funds are awarded to eligible applicants in grades 10–12 to cover the lesser of (1) $125 for each eligible course the student is 
enrolled in at an approved institution of higher education, for up to two eligible courses a semester, or (2) the actual tuition and mandatory fees for up to two 
courses a semester. Eligible courses are transferable endorsed concurrent enrollment courses in English, math, science, or social studies that meet certain 
statutory requirements, or courses in a certificate program. 

A.C.A. § 6-85-401 through -406; ADHE Concurrent Challenge Scholarship webpage
Also see Arkansas in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Alphabetical Listing of States and Funding Approaches

APPENDIX 2

The table below lists state funding approaches as codified in state policy that apply to dual enrollment students in public high schools regardless of family income. 
This listing does not include state funding approaches for middle college and early college high school models, including P-TECH. 

Instances where there is evidence that practice statewide deviates from policy are identified below. Dual enrollment funding models for students in private school 
or home school settings may differ from those listed below. Policies providing tuition reductions or waivers for economically disadvantaged public school students 
are listed in Appendix 3, “Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition.”

1  Unless o t her w ise no t ed, t he pr ogr am name r e f er s t o cour se o f f er ings r egar dless o f cour se loca t ion .

https://www.accs.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/Chancellors-Procedures-801.03-Admission-Dual-Enrollment-Dual-Credit-Clean-12.16.22.pdf
https://www.accs.edu/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/801.03-Admission-Dual-Enrollment-Dual-Credit.pdf
https://admincode.legislature.state.al.us/administrative-code/290-3-1-.02
https://www.alaska.edu/bor/policy-regulations/chapter-10-05-admission-graduation-requirements.php
https://www.alaska.edu/bor/policy-regulations/chapter-10-05-admission-graduation-requirements.php#regulation-10.05
https://www.azleg.gov/viewdocument/?docName=https://www.azleg.gov/ars/15/00901-07.htm
https://www.azleg.gov/viewdocument/?docName=https://www.azleg.gov/ars/15/01821-01.htm
https://www.azleg.gov/viewdocument/?docName=https://www.azleg.gov/ars/15/00101.htm
https://sams.adhe.edu/Scholarship/Details/CCS
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Arkansas Concurrent Enrollment 
(outside Concurrent 
Enrollment Scholarship 
Program)

Local decision. Tuition is paid by the student, unless course costs are paid by the school district, a postsecondary scholarship, a grant, or a private foundation. Each 
institution sets concurrent enrollment tuition and fee rates. 

ADHE Concurrent Enrollment Policy
Also see Arkansas in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

California College and Career Access 
Pathways (at high school)

Policy silent. Under policy, students may not be charged tuition. In practice, institutions waive tuition.

West’s Ann. Cal. Educ. Code § 76004

California Special part-time or 
full-time students (at 
community college)

Policy silent. Under policy for community college tuition generally, colleges may waive fees. In practice, all institutions waive fees for high school students.

West’s Ann. Cal. Educ. Code § 48800-48802
West’s Ann. Cal. Educ. Code § 76300

Colorado Concurrent Enrollment 
(all locations)

District pays

C.R.S.A. § 22-35-103, C.R.S.A. § 22-35-105

Connecticut Dual Credit Policy silent

Delaware Dual Enrollment Policy silent. In practice, tuition may be paid by the district, by the student or student’s family, by grant funds, or waivers. Table in Appendix 3 describes Delaware 
model for covering dual enrollment tuition for low-income students.

Also see Delaware in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

District of 
Columbia

Dual Enrollment State pays, for courses covered by the DC Dual Enrollment Consortium Program. The Office of the State Superintendent of Education (OSSE) awards program funds to 
applicant students to cover tuition and books for up to two 3-credit courses per semester at participating institutions of higher education. 

District of 
Columbia

Dual Enrollment Policy silent, for students whose tuition is not covered by the DC Dual Enrollment Consortium Program

Florida Dual Enrollment District pays (for courses taken by public school students during the regular school year). The district pays the institution the standard tuition rate per credit hour 
when the course is offered on the postsecondary campus during the fall or spring term. When a faculty member teaches a course at the high school, the district 
pays the institution “the costs associated with the postsecondary institution’s proportion of salary and benefits to provide the instruction.” Districts do not pay 
institutions when the course is offered at the high school by an approved high school instructor. 

Subject to an appropriation, the state pays tuition for dual enrollment courses taken during the summer term.

F.S.A. § 1007.271

https://adhe.edu/File/Concurrent%20Enrollment%20Policy%20July%202024.pdf
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=EDC&sectionNum=76004.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=EDC&sectionNum=48800.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=EDC&sectionNum=76300
https://codes.findlaw.com/co/title-22-education/co-rev-st-sect-22-35-103/
https://codes.findlaw.com/co/title-22-education/co-rev-st-sect-22-35-105/
https://osse.dc.gov/page/osse-dual-enrollment-opportunities
http://www.leg.state.fl.us/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=1000-1099/1007/Sections/1007.271.html
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Georgia Dual Enrollment State pays. Funds from an annual legislative appropriation provide an allocation to public institutions that agree to accept the allocation amount as full payment for 
tuition, mandatory and non-course related fees, and course books for eligible high school students taking eligible dual credit courses. Institutions must waive 
student fees and provide textbooks at no cost to students, until students reach the 30-credit-hour funding cap (an exception to the 30-credit-hour cap is available 
to students participating in the Accelerated Career Diploma Program provided for in Ga. Code Section 20-2-149.2 to the extent necessary for such students to 
complete such program). Ga. Code Ann., § 20-2-161.3

In addition, students may access HOPE grant funds for eligible career, technical, and agricultural education (CTAE) courses regardless of credit hour caps provided 
in the aforementioned dual enrollment legislation. Ga. Code Ann., § 20-2-161.4

Ga. Code Section § 20-2-149.2 establishes the Accelerated Career Diploma (ACE) Grants program, under which the Georgia Student Finance Commission must 
disburse accelerated career education grants covering tuition for high school students pursuing an eligible degree or diploma through the Technical College System 
of Georgia, or an eligible certificate identified by the State Workforce Development Board.

Hawaii Early College (courses 
of fered at high schools by 
Universit y of Hawaii 
facult y or approved high 
school teachers)2

State pays. The Hawaii Department of Education pays Early College tuition to the University of Hawaii from a legislative appropriation. The Early College tuition rate is 
a statewide dollar amount per credit approved by the University of Hawaii Board of Regents.

University of Hawaii Tuition 2020–21 to 2022–23 approved by the Board of Regents on May 16, 2019; University of Hawaii Early College webpage

Hawaii Running Start (courses 
offered on the 
postsecondary campus)

Student pays. Students who do not receive a GEAR UP Running Start scholarship are responsible for tuition, fees, and books.

University of Hawaii Running Start webpage
Also see Hawaii—Running Start in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Idaho Advanced Opportunities 
Dual Credit3

State pays. The statewide dual credit tuition rate is $75 per credit hour. Each public school student in grades 7–12 has a legislatively-funded Advanced Opportunities 
account of $4,625 that they may use to pay for dual credit tuition, among other purposes. 

I.C. § 33-4602

Illinois Dual Credit4 Local decision. The partnership agreement between the school district and community college must identify costs the community college district will assess for 
dual credit courses. Through an appropriation first approved for FY 2024 and continued for FY 2025, the Illinois Community College Board (ICCB) is awarding dual 
credit grants to community colleges to reduce equity gaps and enhance dual credit programs at high schools with substantial percentages of underserved learners.

110 ILCS 27/16, 110 ILCS 27/35

2  In t his ins t ance , “ E ar l y College” does no t r e f er t o t he E ar l y College High School model .  |  3  F or cour ses t aken ou t side A d vanced Oppor t unit ies , t he school dis t r ic t may f ull y or par t iall y pay t he ins t i t u t ion f or cour ses t aken f or secondar y cr edit. IC 3 3 - 5 1 10 In F Y 2 02 0 , 9 4 
per cen t o f dual cr edit cour ses wer e t aken t hr ough A d vanced Oppor t unit ies .  |  4  A nnuall y, r oughl y 90 per cen t o f I l l inois dual cr edit s ar e comple t ed t hr ough communit y colleges . P olicy is silen t on t he dual cr edit f unding model f or f our-year ins t i t u t ions . In pr ac t ice , t ui t ion 
r esponsibil i t y is de t er mined in t he MOU be t ween t he secondar y and pos t secondar y par t ner s .

https://casetext.com/statute/code-of-georgia/title-20-education/chapter-2-elementary-and-secondary-education/article-6-quality-basic-education/part-2-competencies-and-core-curriculum/section-20-2-1492-accelerated-career-diploma-program
https://casetext.com/statute/code-of-georgia/title-20-education/chapter-2-elementary-and-secondary-education/article-6-quality-basic-education/part-4-financing/section-20-2-1613-dual-enrollment-act-purpose-dual-credit-courses-eligibility-for-participation-eligibility-for-payment
https://casetext.com/statute/code-of-georgia/title-20-education/chapter-2-elementary-and-secondary-education/article-6-quality-basic-education/part-4-financing/section-20-2-1614-effective-until-6302027-accessing-hope-scholarship-funds-for-dual-enrolled-students-termination
https://casetext.com/statute/code-of-georgia/title-20-education/chapter-2-elementary-and-secondary-education/article-6-quality-basic-education/part-2-competencies-and-core-curriculum/section-20-2-1492-awarding-of-high-school-diploma-for-completion-of-postsecondary-programs-identification-of-critical-needs-fields-of-study
http://www.hawaii.edu/policy/docs/temp/Attachment_1_2020-21_to_2022-23_Tuition_Schedule_(with_Summer_and_Special).pdf
https://www.hawaii.edu/dualcredit/early-college/
https://www.hawaii.edu/dualcredit/running-start/
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=EDC&sectionNum=76300
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title33/T33CH46/SECT33-4602/
https://ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs3.asp?ActID=3117&ChapterID=18
https://ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs3.asp?ActID=3117&ChapterID=18
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title33/T33CH51/SECT33-5110/
https://boardofed.idaho.gov/resources/dual-credit-report-2020/
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Indiana Dual Credit (courses 
offered at the high school 
by an approved instructor)5

Combination of state and student pay. While by statute students who are not low-income may be charged up to $25 per credit hour for priority and approved CTE 
dual credit courses, in practice, many Indiana institutions waive dual credit tuition for all students regardless of income. Every biennium, public two- and four-year 
institutions receive a partial reimbursement from a legislative appropriation based on reported credit hours earned in priority (liberal arts) and CTE courses taught 
at the high school by an approved high school instructor. 

IC 21-43-1.5-2; Indiana Commission for Higher Education Policy on Rates for Dual Credit Courses Taken in a High School Setting, May 9, 2013
Also see Indiana in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Indiana Dual Enrollment (for priority 
and CTE courses offered 
by Ivy Tech institutions on 
the college campus) 

District pays

IC 21-43-4-19.5

Iowa Concurrent Enrollment or 
Contracted Courses6

Combination of state and district pay. School districts and community colleges enter into a contractual agreement that determines the tuition amount the district 
will pay the college. The following funding cycle, the state K–12 school funding formula allocates districts an additional weight per concurrent enrollment student 
based on the portion of the school day a student was enrolled in college coursework. The weight is .7 for CTE courses and .5 for liberal arts courses.

I.C.A. § 261E.8, I.C.A. § 257.11(3)

Kansas Multiple terms used for 
same funding model7,8 

Local decision. A student pays the negotiated amount of tuition and related expenses, unless the student’s district elects to pay all or a portion of the student’s fees, 
books, materials, and equipment.

K.S.A. 72-3223, K.S.A. 72-3224

Kansas Excel in CTE State pays. An annual legislative appropriation covers tuition for a student enrolled in a tiered CTE community college course leading to an industry-recognized 
credential for a recognized high-demand occupation in the state. High-demand occupations are annually identified by the Kansas Department of Labor; based on this 
list, related industry-recognized credentials are annually approved by the Kansas State Board of Regents and the Kansas State Board of Education.

K.S.A. 72-3819; Excel in CTE webpage

5  I v y Tech is Indiana’s s t a t ew ide communit y college sys t em . F or dual enr ollmen t cour ses o f f er ed on - campus by an I v y Tech ins t i t u t ion , t he s t uden t ’s dis t r ic t pays . S t uden t s pay no t hing f or I v y Tech dual enr ollmen t cour ses , r egar dless o f f amil y income . IC 2 1 - 4 3 - 4 -19 . 5 W hile 
I v y Tech pr ov ides t he major i t y o f college cour ses t o Indiana high school s t uden t s , r ela t ivel y f ew cour ses ar e comple t ed t hr ough I v y Tech’s dual enr ollmen t model .  |  6  Iowa s t a t u t e also pr ov ides f or P os t secondar y Enr ollmen t Op t ions ( P SEO), t hr ough w hich l iber al ar t s and C T E 
cour ses ar e o f f er ed a t communit y colleges , public f our-year ins t i t u t ions , and accr edit ed pr iva t e ins t i t u t ions f or high school and pos t secondar y cr edit. I . C . A . § 2 6 1E . 6 , I . C . A . § 2 6 1E .7. However, in r ecen t year s no high school s t uden t s s t a t ew ide have enr olled in college 
cour sewor k t hr ough t he P SEO model . 2 024 Iowa Communit y Colleges Fall Enr ollmen t Repor t  |  7  Concurrent enrollment :  P os t secondar y cour ses o f f er ed a t t he high school by an appr oved high school t eacher t hr ough a dual cr edit cooper a t ive agr eemen t be t ween a school 
dis t r ic t and pos t secondar y ins t i t u t ion . Upon success f ul cour se comple t ion , s t uden t s r eceive high school and college cr edit. Dual credit enrollment : P os t secondar y cour ses t augh t by pos t secondar y f acult y t hr ough a cooper a t ive agr eemen t be t ween a school dis t r ic t and 
pos t secondar y ins t i t u t ion . Upon success f ul cour se comple t ion , s t uden t s r eceive high school and college cr edit. Dual enrollment : Enr ollmen t o f high school s t uden t s in pos t secondar y cour sewor k ou t side o f a dual cr edit cooper a t ive agr eemen t exclusivel y f or t r anscr ip t ed 
pos t secondar y cr edit. Cour ses may be t aken a t t he ins t i t u t ion’s main campus , addit ional loca t ions , or online . K ansas Boar d o f Regen t s P olicy Manual , Chap t er I I I ,  13 , Dual Cr edit Enr ollmen t o f High School S t uden t s in Eligible P ublic P os t secondar y Ins t i t u t ions T hr ough 
Cooper a t ive A gr eemen t s En t er ed P ur suan t t o t he K ansas Challenge t o Secondar y Schools A c t  |  8  E xcel in C T E s t a t u t e also dir ec t s s t a t e f unding t o be disbur sed t o dis t r ic t s and ins t i t u t ions f or each s t uden t gr adua t ing high school hav ing ear ned an indus t r y- r ecogni z ed 
cr eden t ial in a high - demand occupa t ion r ecogni z ed by t he s t a t e . K . S . A . 7 2- 3 8 19 However, in r ecen t year s no f unding has been alloca t ed f or t his pur pose .

https://iga.in.gov/laws/2023/ic/titles/21#21-43-1.5-2
https://www.in.gov/che/files/Policy_on_Dual_Credit_Opportunities_in_Indiana.pdf
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/21#21-43-4-19.5
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/2023/261E.8.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/2023/257.11.pdf
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=EDC&sectionNum=76300
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/statute/072_000_0000_chapter/072_032_0000_article/072_032_0023_section/072_032_0023_k/
http://www.kslegislature.org/li/b2023_24/statute/072_000_0000_chapter/072_032_0000_article/072_032_0024_section/072_032_0024_k/
https://www.kansasregents.org/resources/PDF/2821-DeterminationProcessforSB155CredentialIncentiveListforHighDemandOccupations-1.30.14.pdf
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/statute/072_000_0000_chapter/072_038_0000_article/072_038_0019_section/072_038_0019_k/
https://www.kansasregents.org/workforce_development/excel-in-career-technical-education-initiative-senate-bill-155
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2023/ic/titles/21#21-43-4-19.5
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/2023/261E.6.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/2023/261E.7.pdf
https://educate.iowa.gov/media/10718/download?inline
https://www.kansasregents.org/about/policies-by-laws-missions/board_policy_manual_2/chapter_iii_coordination_of_institutions_2/chapter_iii_full_text
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/statute/072_000_0000_chapter/072_038_0000_article/072_038_0019_section/072_038_0019_k/
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Kentucky Dual Credit Scholarship 
Program and Work Ready 
KY Dual Credit Scholarship 
Program

State pays under each of these programs. Under the Dual Credit Scholarship Program, eligible 11th and 12th graders may enroll in two dual credit courses per school 
year. Under the Work Ready KY Dual Credit Scholarship program, students in grades 9–12 may apply for a scholarship to enroll in up to two approved CTE dual credit 
courses per academic year. 

Under both programs, participating institutions charge and receive reimbursement from the state at the institution’s dual credit tuition rate, which in the 2024–25 
and 2025–26 academic years may not exceed the dual credit tuition rate ceiling of 50% of the Kentucky Community and Technical College System in-state credit 
hour tuition rate. 

KRS § 164.786, KRS § 164.787, 2024 H.B. 6

Kentucky Dual Credit (outside 
scholarship program)

Local decision. However, regardless of who pays dual credit tuition, institutions may not charge a dual credit tuition rate that exceeds the dual credit tuition rate 
ceiling of 50% of the Kentucky Community and Technical College System in-state credit hour tuition rate.

Louisiana Dual Enrollment Local decision. The Memorandum of Understanding between each secondary and postsecondary institution must address fees and costs charged to students and 
families, and those covered by secondary and postsecondary institutions. 

Louisiana Board of Regents Academic Affairs Policy 2.22: Minimum Requirements for Dual Enrollment (2023)

Maine Early College9 State pays. The legislature makes an annual Aspirations appropriation that covers up to 12 credit hours per academic year for eligible students. Once students 
have completed these credit hours (or if students do not meet Aspirations eligibility criteria), they may enroll in community college and university courses each 
academic year at a reduced early college tuition rate. 

20-A M.R.S.A. § 4775 and § 4776; Maine Community College System website; University of Maine website

Maryland Dual Enrollment District pays. A local education agency (LEA) pays an institution of higher education, from the LEA’s college and career readiness (CCR) funding formula allotment, 
75% of tuition for a Maryland institution of higher education, for a student who has met the state CCR standard. In Fiscal Years 2025 and 2026, LEAs must pay for a 
total of four courses per eligible student per year, two courses each in the fall and spring academic terms. LEAs may elect to cover additional tuition and fees. 
Revisions to these requirements for Fiscal Year 2027 will be discussed in fall 2025.

If under an agreement in existence before July 2020 a public institution charged less than 75% the cost of tuition to a dually enrolled student, the county board must 
pay the cost of tuition under the existing agreement. 

MD Code, Education, § 15-127
Also see Maryland in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Massachusetts Dual Enrollment Policy silent. In practice, dual enrollment tuition arrangements are negotiated between the secondary and postsecondary partner or with families directly.

Also see Massachusetts in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Michigan Dual Enrollment Combination of district and student pay. Unless otherwise agreed to by the postsecondary partner and the district, the school district pays the postsecondary 
partner the lesser of either the amount of the eligible charges, or the prorated percentage of the statewide pupil-weighted average foundation allowance based on 
the portion of the school year the student attends postsecondary coursework. A school district may pay more than is required by statute. The student pays any 
costs not covered by the school district. M.C.L.A. 388.514, M.C.L.A. 388.1904, M.C.L.A. 388.1621b

9  “ E ar l y College” in Maine r e f er s t o college cour ses t aken by high school s t uden t s , r egar dless o f ins t r uc t or t y pe , or cour se modali t y or loca t ion . I t does no t r e f er t o t he E ar l y College High School model .

https://apps.legislature.ky.gov/law/statutes/statute.aspx?id=52395
https://apps.legislature.ky.gov/law/statutes/statute.aspx?id=52575
https://apps.legislature.ky.gov/recorddocuments/bill/24RS/hb6/bill.pdf
https://www.laregents.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/AA-2.22-Dual-Enrollment_with-new-modality_6.14.23.pdf
https://legislature.maine.gov/statutes/20-A/title20-Asec4775.html
https://legislature.maine.gov/statutes/20-A/title20-Asec4776.html
https://www.mccs.me.edu/our-programs/early-college-programs-courses/course-college/free-reduced-tuition-eligibility/
https://www.maine.edu/early-college/
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Laws/StatuteText?article=ged&section=15-127&enactments=false
http://legislature.mi.gov/doc.aspx?mcl-388-514
http://legislature.mi.gov/doc.aspx?mcl-388-1904
http://legislature.mi.gov/doc.aspx?mcl-388-1621b
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Minnesota Concurrent Enrollment 
(course taught by high school 
teacher or postsecondary 
faculty member at high 
school or online)

Combination of state and district pay. The school district pays the postsecondary institution an amount designated in the agreement between the school district 
and postsecondary partner. The district receives an amount from an annual legislative appropriation for each student enrolled in a concurrent enrollment course, 
which is intended to defray the district cost of offering the course. Although statute provides that districts receive $150 per concurrent enrollment student per 
course, in practice, districts receive a prorated amount. 

M.S.A. § 124D.091

Minnesota Postsecondary Enrollment 
Options (PSEO) (formula 
model) (at postsecondary 
institution or online)

State pays. The department of education pays the postsecondary institution a reimbursement per credit hour for courses taken for postsecondary and secondary 
credit (no reimbursements are made for courses taken for postsecondary credit only). For a student enrolled in coursework through PSEO, the state reduces the aid 
to the district proportionate to the time the student is not receiving instruction at the high school. Students must give up at least one period at the high school to 
access PSEO coursework. 

M.S.A. § 124D.09, subd. 13

Minnesota PSEO by contract (taught by 
postsecondary faculty 
member at postsecondary 
institution, online, or at the 
high school)

District pays. The district pays the postsecondary partner an amount determined in the agreement between the secondary and postsecondary partner. The district 
retains its state aid. 

M.S.A. § 124D.09, subd. 10

Mississippi Dual Enrollment/Dual Credit Local decision. Dual enrollment tuition may be paid by the postsecondary institution, the local school district, the student’s family, or by grants, foundations or other 
private or public sources. Tuition payments must be made directly to the credit-granting institution.

Mississippi Institutions of Higher Learning, Procedures Manual for the State of Mississippi Dual Enrollment and Accelerated Programs, Fall 2024

Missouri Dual Credit/Dual Enrollment Policy silent

Also see Missouri in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Montana One-Two-Free (scholarship) State pays. With funds provided through a biennial legislative appropriation, One-Two-Free covers tuition for two Montana University System courses or up to six 
credit hours. 

Montana University System website

Montana Concurrent Enrollment and 
Early College10 (outside 
scholarship program)

Student pays. Students who have used their One-Two-Free funds may enroll in early college coursework at the statewide early college tuition rate of 50% of the 
resident 2-year tuition rate, including for courses taken through public four-year institutions. 

Montana University System Commissioner’s Directive, Early College Student Tuition and Ineligibility for Board Designated Waivers
Also see Montana in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

10  Concur r en t Enr ollmen t cour ses ar e t augh t a t t he high school by an appr oved high school ins t r uc t or f or high school and college cr edit. MC A 2 0 -15 - 3 10 E ar l y College cour ses ar e s t andar d pos t secondar y cour ses o f f er ed on t he ins t i t u t ion’s campus or online . E ar l y College 
s t uden t s may enr oll f or dual cr edit ( high school and college cr edit) or f or college cr edit onl y. MC A 2 0 -15 - 3 10

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/124D.091
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/124D.09
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/124D.09
http://www.mississippi.edu/cjc/downloads/dual_credit_course_listing_2024.pdf
https://applymontana.mus.edu/prepare/student-success-programs/dual-enrollment/
https://mus.edu/che/directives/early-college-students-tuition-ineligibility-of-waivers.html
https://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0150/part_0030/section_0100/0200-0150-0030-0100.html
https://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0150/part_0030/section_0100/0200-0150-0030-0100.html
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Nebraska Dual Enrollment, Dual Credit, 
or Concurrent Enrollment11 
through community colleges

Local decision. Through June 2025, a legislative appropriation combining state and federal funds is allocated to all community college districts to support high 
school students’ dual credit/dual enrollment tuition; the amount of tuition covered and, as applicable the entity responsible for covering the remaining tuition varies 
by community college district.12 

Also see Nebraska in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Nebraska Dual Enrollment, Dual 
Credit, or Concurrent 
Enrollment through 
four-year institutions

Policy silent

Also see Nebraska in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Nevada Dual Enrollment (taught by 
NSHE instructor) or 
Concurrent Enrollment 
(taught by approved high 
school teacher)13

Policy silent. However, reduced rates for concurrent and dual enrollment were first established in 2022–23.  For concurrent enrollment, a flat rate of $75 per course 
is in place through 2024–2025 for all participating NSHE institutions.  An increase to $100 will occur in 2025–26 and the 2026–27 rate will be $110 per course. The 
dual enrollment per-credit rate is a substantially discounted rate, and there is a further reduction for students who qualify for free and reduced lunch. For both 
concurrent and dual enrollment, in June 2024 the Board of Regents established a policy that will increment the rate annually based on the Higher Education Price 
Index (HEPI).

NSHE Procedures and Guidelines Manual, Chapter 7,  Section 2, “Concurrent and Dual Enrollment Registration Fees”; NSHE Board of Regents Handbook, Title 4, 
Chapter 17, Section 1, “Concurrent and Dual Enrollment Registration Fees.”
Also see Nevada in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

New 
Hampshire 

Dual and Concurrent 
Enrollment, Early College14 
(covered by state 
appropriation)

State pays. Through an annual legislative appropriation, a student may enroll in up to 2 dual or concurrent enrollment courses, pending availability of funding, at no 
cost to them in each grade 10–12. The state pays the CCSNH institution the rate of $150 per course for all Early College courses offered at the high school and for 
fully-online Early College courses. The state pays half the cost of Early College courses offered on the college campus. CCSNH must accept such amount as full 
payment for dual enrollment course tuition.

N.H. Rev. Stat. § 188-E:27, N.H. Rev. Stat. § 188-E:29

New 
Hampshire

Dual and Concurrent 
Enrollment, Early College (in 
excess of courses covered 
by state program) 

Student pays. A student may enroll in more than 2 dual or concurrent enrollment courses in any grades 10–12 at the student’s expense.

N.H. Rev. Stat. § 188-E:27

1 1  Dual enr ollmen t and dual cr edit ar e used in t er changeabl y t o r e f er t o a pos t secondar y cour se deliver ed t o high school s t uden t s t ha t t y picall y, upon success f ul cour se comple t ion , con f er s bo t h t r anscr ip t ed pos t secondar y cr edit and high school cr edit. “ Concur r en t 
enr ollmen t ” some t imes r e f er s t o cour ses o f f er ed a t t he high school f or pos t secondar y cr edit onl y. Neb . Rev. S t. § 7 9 -12 0 1. 0 1 ; Nebr ask a Coor dina t ing Commission f or P os t secondar y Educa t ion , College Cour se O f f er ings f or High School S t uden t s by Nebr ask a P ublic Ins t i t u t ions , 
2 02 2–2 3  |  12  In t wo communit y college dis t r ic t s , s t uden t s pay no t uit ion and t he communit y college dis t r ic t absor bs cos t s no t cover ed by t he alloca t ion . In f our communit y college dis t r ic t s , s t uden t s ar e char ged r educed t uit ion ; i t is locall y de t er mined w hich en t i t y (e .g . , 
dis t r ic t or s t uden t) cover s t he t uit ion cos t.  |  13  “ Dual cr edit ” is an umbr ella t er m r e f er r ing t o pos t secondar y cour ses o f f er ed t o high school s t uden t s f or pos t secondar y and high school cr edit. N .R . S . 3 8 9 .160 , N .R . S . 3 8 9 . 3 10  |  1 4  S t a t u t e uses t he t er ms dual and concur r en t 
enr ollmen t t o r e f er t o cour ses designa t ed by t he Communit y College S ys t em o f New Hampshir e (CC SNH ) as par t o f t he dual and concur r en t enr ollmen t pr ogr am , w hile CC SNH policy uses t he t er m E ar l y College .

https://nshe.nevada.edu/wp-content/uploads/file/BoardOfRegents/PGManual/COMPLETEPGREV94.pdf
https://nshe.nevada.edu/wp-content/uploads/file/BoardOfRegents/Handbook/COMPLETEHANDBOOKREV305.pdf
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.gencourt.state.nh.us%2frsa%2fhtml%2fXV%2f188-E%2f188-E-27.htm&c=E,1,-nEL3UfEYPCJi9wwNQ27yEmwQQiYbwSaOkG-FaLJT8iwXZh8WYsJyl4diKcc34nYkjbq0gQg5HTSHZY2B_mhW2WdhPSc3t-pY0YEA8DdCrONpWyEX7XXal5PjQ,,&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.gencourt.state.nh.us%2frsa%2fhtml%2fXV%2f188-E%2f188-E-29.htm&c=E,1,sKkzfQ7pOXWTYOGjt2azASYBx2Vw1kHcSe7WPKiOZRR1Z7gJrQxfnkRhbtG4iq6d71i1vb0r0Le_B69OlPjDoH6AbSH7KJs6Hf0XORR60_Y,&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.gencourt.state.nh.us%2frsa%2fhtml%2fXV%2f188-E%2f188-E-27.htm&c=E,1,-nEL3UfEYPCJi9wwNQ27yEmwQQiYbwSaOkG-FaLJT8iwXZh8WYsJyl4diKcc34nYkjbq0gQg5HTSHZY2B_mhW2WdhPSc3t-pY0YEA8DdCrONpWyEX7XXal5PjQ,,&typo=1
https://nebraskalegislature.gov/laws/statutes.php?statute=79-1201.01
https://ccpe.nebraska.gov/sites/default/files/AP_Dual credit narative 7-16-24.pdf
https://ccpe.nebraska.gov/sites/default/files/AP_Dual credit narative 7-16-24.pdf
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-389.html#NRS389Sec160
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-389.html#NRS389Sec310
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New Jersey Dual Enrollment State pays and policy silent. Although state policy is silent on the entity responsible for paying dual enrollment tuition, funds appropriated in FY 2024 and FY 2025 
support the Innovation Dual Enrollment Pilot. In each fiscal year, the pilot program has awarded four dual enrollment partnerships competitive grants, which allows 
for eligible expenses such as covering students’ dual enrollment tuition, as well as other program expenses.

Effective with the 2025–26 academic year, the state will invite school districts to apply to the commissioner of education for funds to support dual enrollment 
coursetaking in grades 9–12. Program funds will be awarded to school districts with lower college-going rates and prioritize participation of students eligible for 
free and reduced-price lunch. Eligible students in approved districts will be able to complete up to 15 credit hours a semester at no cost to them; partnering 
institutions must waive student fees and charge the participating district no more than $100 per credit hour for each participating student. (2023 New Jersey 
Chapter 272)

Also see New Jersey in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

New Mexico Dual Credit15 State pays. Institutions must report dual credit student data to the higher education department in the same manner as they report course enrollments for 
matriculated students.  As such, institutions receive the same state funding for dual credit students as they do for matriculated students. In the dual credit 
agreement between the LEA and postsecondary partner, the postsecondary institution must agree to waive tuition for dual credit students, including private school 
and home school students. 

N.M. Admin. Code 6.30.7.8, N.M. Admin. Code 6.30.7.12 

New York Dual or Concurrent 
Enrollment

Policy silent. However, statute authorizes community colleges, the trustees of the City University of New York (CUNY), and the trustees of the State University of 
New York (SUNY) to offer reduced or waived tuition to dual and concurrent enrollment students, with no decrease in state or local funding, for such students earning 
high school and college credit. 

McKinney’s Education Law § 355(3-a), McKinney’s Education Law § 6206(7)(e), McKinney’s Education Law § 6303(6)

North Carolina Career and College Promise 
(CCP)

State pays. Community colleges waive CCP student tuition. CCP students and matriculated students generate the same level of state aid. 

1D SBCCC 400.11 Education Services through Career and College Promise (Curriculum)

North Dakota Dual Credit Student pays. Tuition may not be waived for high school students. The North Dakota University System (NDUS) charges high school students one of three tuition 
rates depending on the course delivery model:

•  SBHE Approved Regular Tuition Rate: For high school students enrolling in courses delivered in the same manner and/or location as college students.

•  �High School Student Subsidized Tuition Rate: For high school students enrolling in courses taught by an approved high school instructor, and the district 
subsidizes most of the cost of instruction, including the instructor’s salary.

•  �High School Student Unsubsidized Tuition Rate: For high school students enrolling in courses taught by faculty or a high school instructor (or other qualified staff) 
who is also an approved instructor of the institution, and the institution subsidizes the cost of instruction and paying the instructor directly. College students may 
also be enrolled in the class.

NDUS Procedural Manual, Procedure 805.1 Tuition
Also see North Dakota in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

15  “ Dual cr edit ” r e f er s t o pos t secondar y cour ses o f f er ed t o s t uden t s in gr ades 9 –12 a t t heir secondar y school , a t a pos t secondar y ins t i t u t ion , or online t ha t con f er secondar y and pos t secondar y cr edit. “ Concur r en t enr ollmen t ” r e f er s t o enr ollmen t o f s t uden t s in gr ades 9 –12 
in pos t secondar y cour ses no t designa t ed as dual cr edit, including cour ses no t l is t ed in t he dual cr edit mas t er agr eemen t be t ween t he local educa t ion agency ( L E A ) and pos t secondar y ins t i t u t ion . N . M . S . A . 19 7 8 , § 2 1 -1 -1 . 2 ; N .M . A dmin . Code 6 . 30 .7.1 1 , N .M . A dmin . Code 6 . 30 .7.7

https://pub.njleg.state.nj.us/Bills/2022/PL23/272_.PDF
https://www.srca.nm.gov/parts/title06/06.030.0007.html
https://www.srca.nm.gov/parts/title06/06.030.0007.html
https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/laws/EDN/355
https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/laws/EDN/6206
https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/laws/EDN/6303
https://www.nccommunitycolleges.edu/about-us/state-board/state-board-code/?embedPdfUrl=https%3A%2F%2Fwordpress.nccommunitycolleges.edu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2Flegal%2Fsbccc%2Fcode%2F1d_sbccc_400.11_01feb20_0.pdf
https://ndusbpos.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/NDUSPoliciesandProcedures/EUfEzKg6mSJDvSocwagcjuIB3DxJyZNduxb83TaRQGHDKw?rtime=1xkX0SAh3Ug
https://nmonesource.com/nmos/nmsa/en/item/4361/index.do#!fragment/zoupio-_Toc139029832/BQCwhgziBcwMYgK4DsDWszIQewE4BUBTADwBdoAvbRABwEtsBaAfX2zgEYBmATgAYATDwAcXAQEoANMmylCEAIqJCuAJ7QA5BskRCYXAiUr1WnXoMgAynlIAhdQCUAogBknANQCCAOQDCTyVIwACNoUnZxcSA
https://www.srca.nm.gov/parts/title06/06.030.0007.html
https://www.srca.nm.gov/parts/title06/06.030.0007.html
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Ohio College Credit Plus (CCP) District pays. Tuition payments for CCP participants in a school district or joint vocational school district are deducted from the school foundation payments that 
would otherwise be made to the participant’s school district and/or joint vocational school district.

Statute establishes a default floor and default ceiling amount for CCP tuition rates, that the Ohio Department of Education and Workforce must pay the postsecondary 
institution unless the secondary school and postsecondary partner have entered into an agreement for an alternative payment structure for tuition, textbooks, and fees.

R.C. § 3365.01, R.C. § 3365.07

Oklahoma Concurrent Enrollment 
(state-funded tuition waiver) 

State pays. From an annual legislative appropriation, applicant high school seniors receive a tuition waiver for resident tuition for up to 18 credit hours in their senior 
year. If funds remain after the high school senior concurrent enrollment program is fully funded, high school juniors may receive a tuition waiver for up to nine credit 
hours in their junior year, subject to available funds. 

70 Okl. St. Ann. § 628.13

Oklahoma Concurrent Enrollment 
(courses taken outside the 
state-funded tuition waiver)

Policy silent

Oregon Dual Credit Combination of state and district, state and student, or state, district and student. The Oregon Department of Education apportions monies from the High School 
Graduation and College and Career Readiness Fund to each school district based on the extended weighted average daily membership of high school students 
computed per a formula codified in statute. In practice, some districts pay dual credit tuition expenses not covered by the allotment; others charge students for 
remaining tuition costs.

O.R.S. § 327.859

Oregon Expanded Options (at 
postsecondary institution) 

Combination of state and district, state and student, or state, district and student.

O.R.S. § 340.045(3)

Pennsylvania Dual Credit Combination of state and local decision. A school entity16 may but is not required to pay a student’s dual enrollment tuition. In 2023, the Pennsylvania Department of 
Education awarded $6.7 million in dual credit grants to 100 high schools statewide. These funds could be used for any of several purposes to broaden dual credit 
participation, including subsidizing tuition costs. However, as of March 2024, data have not yet been published documenting local use of these funds, which must be 
expended by June 30, 2024. 24 P.S. § 15-1525; 

Through the Dual Credit Innovation Grant Program established through 2024 legislation, the Pennsylvania Department of Education may award grant funds to public 
institutions of higher education offering dual credit to students enrolled in a school entity. Funds must be used to increase the institution’s capacity to provide dual 
credit courses; offering dual credit courses that are tuition-free for students is one of five allowable expenditures of grant funds. The department must prioritize 
awards that expand the public institution’s dual credit offerings, with a particular emphasis on providing courses aligned with high-priority occupations and serving 
students experiencing education instability, students in CTE programs, low-income students, historically underserved student groups, and rural students.

Responsibility for dual credit tuition not covered by grant funds is locally determined.

16  A “school en t i t y ” may be a school dis t r ic t, char t er school , r egional char t er school , or cy ber char t er school .

https://codes.ohio.gov/ohio-revised-code/section-3365.01
https://codes.ohio.gov/ohio-revised-code/section-3365.07
http://www.oklegislature.gov/osstatuestitle.aspx
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/bills_laws/ors/ors327.html
https://www.nccommunitycolleges.edu/sbcccode/1d-sbccc-40011-education-services-through-career-and-college-promise-curriculum
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/bills_laws/ors/ors340.html
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=1949&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=14&chpt=15&sctn=25&subsctn=0
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Rhode Island Dual Enrollment (part-time 
enrollment at a public 
postsecondary institution) 
and Concurrent Enrollment 
(postsecondary 
coursework offered at high 
school by approved high 
school instructor)

State pays. Concurrent enrollment course costs are set annually by postsecondary institutions and approved by the Board of Education. Tuition for concurrent 
enrollment and part-time dual enrollment is covered through state funds. The 2024 legislature appropriated $2.3 million to support dual and concurrent coursework 
for students statewide.

200-RICR-10-00-1

Rhode Island Dual Enrollment (full-time 
enrollment at a community 
college) 

District pays. LEAs must support the costs of full-time dual enrollment students enrolled at a community college. Tuition rates may not exceed the cost of full-time 
enrollment at the institution and may not exceed 50 percent of the per-pupil aid generated by the student.

200-RICR-10-00-1

South Dakota Dual Credit (In-District 
Delivery)17

District pays. The university charges the High School Dual Credit tuition rate set by the Board of Regents. Districts cover participating students’ tuition costs. 
South Dakota Board of Regents Academic Affairs Guidelines, Section 7, “Dual/Concurrent Credit Administration Guidelines,” 7.1

South Dakota State Subsidized High 
School Dual Credit Program 
(at high school or 
postsecondary institution)

Combination of state and district or state and student. The South Dakota Board of Regents sets a high school dual credit tuition state equal to 43 percent of the 
undergraduate tuition rate. The South Dakota Department of Education pays 66.7 percent of the tuition rate per course. The student or the student’s district pays the 
remaining 33 percent of tuition. SDCL § 13-28-37.1; South Dakota Board of Regents Academic Affairs Guidelines, Section 7, “Dual/Concurrent Credit Administration 
Guidelines,” 7.1

South Dakota Concurrent Enrollment 
(at high school by approved 
high school instructor) 

Student pays. Concurrently enrolled students are charged a reduced tuition rate of $40 per credit hour. South Dakota Board of Regents Academic Affairs Guidelines, 
Section 7, “Dual/Concurrent Credit Administration Guidelines,” 7.1

Tennessee Dual Enrollment State pays. State lottery proceeds support two versions of the dual enrollment grant. The first version covers eligible applicant 11th and 12th graders’ tuition and 
fees in up to 10 courses completed at or through public two- and four-year institutions and approved private institutions. The second version allows any 9th–12th 
grade student to take up to 1,296 clock hours, the length of the longest technical program, at a Tennessee College of Applied Technology (TCAT). 

T. C. A. § 49-4-930; Tenn. Comp. R. & Regs. 1640-01-19-.11

Texas Dual Credit Local decision. The agreement between the school district and postsecondary partner to offer a dual credit program must state the funding sources for dual credit 
courses, including for tuition. Per statute, a school district is not required to pay dual credit tuition or other associated costs. Public institutions may waive all or a 
portion of tuition and fees for a high school student enrolled in a course for dual or joint credit. 

V.T.C.A., Education Code § 28.009, V.T.C.A., Education Code § 130.008; 19 TAC § 4.85
Also see Texas in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition
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https://risos-apa-production-public.s3.amazonaws.com/BOE/REG_11754_20211209151528.pdf
https://risos-apa-production-public.s3.amazonaws.com/BOE/REG_11754_20211209151528.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/7_Guidelines/7_1_Guideline.pdf
https://sdlegislature.gov/Statutes/13-28-37.1
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/7_Guidelines/7_1_Guideline.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/7_Guidelines/7_1_Guideline.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/7_Guidelines/7_1_Guideline.pdf
https://codes.findlaw.com/tn/title-49-education/tn-code-sect-49-4-930.html
https://publications.tnsosfiles.com/rules/1640/1640-01-19.20210726.pdf
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__statutes.capitol.texas.gov_Docs_ED_htm_ED.28.htm-2328.009&d=DwMFaQ&c=RMnmm6VPZn6InKz70COhA6ljkuRx8qD28wOQIYh-aEY&r=ejcQ1vJMv6XhKYSuW4r8C6gnj4m91pCIDijpGTTJtPRx0t3d561Rp4itNaluykn6&m=IVAuO4j075hEFzCRC09rPHZePZmlg_4lyf7dpE5Imk_04vgMwTXTWnkU57bjA8d4&s=dE0YSS_9MUGPdOFHwFvme0NKIcFfQbhXwe2Y-dkke18&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__statutes.capitol.texas.gov_Docs_ED_htm_ED.130.htm-23130.008&d=DwMFaQ&c=RMnmm6VPZn6InKz70COhA6ljkuRx8qD28wOQIYh-aEY&r=ejcQ1vJMv6XhKYSuW4r8C6gnj4m91pCIDijpGTTJtPRx0t3d561Rp4itNaluykn6&m=IVAuO4j075hEFzCRC09rPHZePZmlg_4lyf7dpE5Imk_04vgMwTXTWnkU57bjA8d4&s=f72Cua_lVoWYMPeJ3M76vZVrXZbg5N0aQ2rehNoJUAs&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__texreg.sos.state.tx.us_public_readtac-24ext.TacPage-3Fsl-3DR-26app-3D9-26p-5Fdir-3D-26p-5Frloc-3D-26p-5Ftloc-3D-26p-5Fploc-3D-26pg-3D1-26p-5Ftac-3D-26ti-3D19-26pt-3D1-26ch-3D4-26rl-3D85&d=DwMFaQ&c=RMnmm6VPZn6InKz70COhA6ljkuRx8qD28wOQIYh-aEY&r=ejcQ1vJMv6XhKYSuW4r8C6gnj4m91pCIDijpGTTJtPRx0t3d561Rp4itNaluykn6&m=IVAuO4j075hEFzCRC09rPHZePZmlg_4lyf7dpE5Imk_04vgMwTXTWnkU57bjA8d4&s=p0Pwdh1mU4-zSSfiVB79h0zN6TN8yJVPl2bKrHCKuKw&e=
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/7_Guidelines/7_1_Guideline.pdf
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Utah Concurrent Enrollment Combination of state and student pay. The state board of education allocates funds from an annual concurrent enrollment appropriation to local education agencies 
(LEAs) and the state board of higher education on a 60/40 split based on whether instruction for reported credit hours completed was delivered by an approved 
secondary instructor or postsecondary faculty member. For faculty-led courses, 60% of the allocation goes to the board of higher education and 40% to the LEA; for 
secondary instructor-led courses, 60% of the allocation goes to the LEA and 40% to the board of higher education. The legislature must adjust the appropriation in 
proportion to increases or decreases in the number of statewide course credits earned and the value of the weighted pupil unit.

By statute, institutions may charge students who are not low-income no more than $30 per credit hour for an in-person course taught by faculty; $15 per credit hour 
for a course delivered via video conferencing; and $10 per credit hour for a course taught at an LEA by an approved secondary instructor. Statute allows institutions 
to charge up to $5 per credit for students eligible for free and reduced lunch. In part due to the complexity of confirming eligibility, USHE institutions have held to $5 
per credit for all students for all delivery modalities. 

U.C.A. 53E-10-305, U.C.A. 53F-2-409
Also see Utah in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Vermont Dual Enrollment (first two 
postsecondary courses 
taught on campus by faculty 
or at high school by an 
approved high school 
instructor) 

State pays. Students may enroll in up to two dual enrollment courses at no cost to them before high school graduation. For dual enrollment courses taught by a 
postsecondary faculty member employed by a Vermont public postsecondary institution, the tuition rate is 90% of the Community College of Vermont (CCV) tuition 
rate at the time the dual enrollment course is offered. The state pays 100% of the tuition – 50% from the Next Generation Initiative Fund established and codified in 
16 V.S.A. § 2887 and 50% from funds appropriated to the Education Fund. 

For courses offered at a high school by an approved instructor, the state pays the partnering institution 20% of the tuition rate charged by the Community College of 
Vermont at the time the course is offered. 

In both instances, the Vermont Agency of Education is invoiced directly by the institution and payment is made directly to the institution.

16 V.S.A. § 942

Vermont Dual Enrollment (after 
student completes first 
two courses)

Local decision. Districts may pay for more than the two courses offered at no tuition cost to students.

16 V.S.A. § 942

Virginia Dual Enrollment (for 
community college courses 
completed through the 
College and Career Ready 
Virginia Program)

Policy silent

Effective with the 2025-26 academic year, the state will pay for eligible community college courses completed through the College and Career Ready Virginia 
Program and funded through the College and Career Ready Virginia Fund. The Virginia Department of Education and the Virginia Community College System will be 
responsible for making distributions from the Fund to school districts and comprehensive community colleges. 

VA Code Ann. § 22.1-237.1 through § 22.1-237.5

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title53E/Chapter10/53E-10-S305.html?v=C53E-10-S305_2020051220200701
https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title53F/Chapter2/53F-2-S409.html?v=C53F-2-S409_2019051420190514
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/section/16/090/02887
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/section/16/023/00942
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/section/16/023/00942
https://law.lis.virginia.gov/vacode/22.1-237.1/
https://law.lis.virginia.gov/vacode/22.1-237.5/
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State Program Name 1 Funding Approach

Washington Running Start (at 
postsecondary campus or 
online)

Combination of state, district, and student pay. Running Start students may be funded at up to 1.4 full-time equivalents including school district and postsecondary 
institution enrollment. The student’s school district pays the student’s tuition with its Basic Education Allocation (BEA) based on statewide uniform rates for CTE 
and general education students. The superintendent of public instruction must separately calculate and allocate per-pupil funds in order for districts to make such 
payments and to retain 7% of per-pupil funds to offset program-related costs. Institutions may charge non-low-income Running Start students fees of up to 10% of 
tuition. In practice, some districts cover Running Start students’ fees through grant funds. 

RCW 28A.600.310
Also see Washington—Running Start in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Washington College in the High School 
(at high school)

State pays. Each biennium, the legislature must pass an omnibus operating appropriations act that appropriates to the state board of community and technical 
colleges and each of the public four-year institutions of higher education state funding for college in high school courses administered at public secondary schools. 
State funds are allocated to public two- and four-year institutions based on the total number of college in the high school courses each public institution offered in 
the academic year immediately prior to the current fiscal year. Allocations are $300 per student, up to a ceiling that varies by institution type. Beginning with fiscal 
year 2025 the rate per college in the high school course administered must be adjusted annually for inflation. 

RCW 28B.10.058

West Virginia Dual Enrollment (at high 
school)

State pays, for courses covered by the Dual Enrollment Pilot Program.

W. Va. Code, § 18B-1-2, W. Va. Code, § 18B-14-4; WVCTCS Series 19, Dual Enrollment Pilot Program; HEPC Title 133, Series 19, Dual Enrollment Pilot Program

Wisconsin Early College Credit Program 
(ECCP) (for dual credit at a 
University of Wisconsin, 
Tribal, or private institution)

Combination of state and district pay, provided a student is taking a course for both high school and postsecondary credit. 

W.S.A. 118.55, W.S.A. 106.125

Wisconsin Early College Credit Program 
(ECCP) (for college credit 
only at a University of 
Wisconsin, Tribal, or private 
institution)

Combination of state, district, and student pay. If a student enrolls in an ECCP course that is not offered at their high school and does not fulfill a graduation 
requirement, the student can enroll in the course for college credit only. The student pays 25% of the tuition cost, the state pays 50%, and the district pays 25% and 
is reimbursed by the state for the tuition cost.

W.S.A. 118.55
Also see Wisconsin—ECCP in Appendix 3: Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

Wisconsin Start College Now (at 
technical colleges)

District pays

W.S.A. 38.12(14)

Wyoming Dual Enrollment (taught by 
faculty hired and paid by the 
college) and Concurrent 
Enrollment (at high school by 
approved high school teacher)

District pays, per amount determined in the local agreement between the school district and the college or University of Wyoming. 

W.S. § 21-20-201; Wyoming Dual and Concurrent Enrollment Program Manual of Procedures

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=28A.600.310
https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=28B.10.058
https://code.wvlegislature.gov/18B-1-2/
https://code.wvlegislature.gov/18B-14-4/
https://wvctcs.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Series-19-Dual-Enrollment-Final-File.pdf
https://www.wvhepc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/Final-File-Series-19-Dual-Enrollment2024-02-27.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/118/55
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/106/ii/125
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/118/55
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/38/12/14
https://communitycolleges.wy.edu/sites/default/files/2023-11/DE-CE-Manual-of-Procedures-Revision-3-1-31-1.pdf
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Arkansas—Endorsed Concurrent Enrollment Courses

Low-income students enrolled in endorsed concurrent enrollment courses [postsecondary offerings in English, math, science, and social studies that adhere to statutory requirements] must be offered waived tuition and fees 
for up to six credit hours of endorsed concurrent enrollment coursework. 

A.C.A. § 6-16-1204(e)(3)(A)

Delaware

No student shall be denied access to dual credit or dual enrollment courses because of the student’s or family’s inability to pay. 14 Del. Admin. Code 506 3.1.5

Since 2014, the Delaware legislature has made an appropriation for college access funding, which includes a line item covering tuition and other participation expenses for low-income students. Districts are automatically 
awarded funds based on the percentage of low-income dual enrollment students reported to the Department of Education for the previous school year.

Hawaii—Running Start

The Running Start GEAR UP scholarship covers tuition, fees, and books for one 3–4 credit course (taken on a University of Hawaii campus) per semester for applicant low-income Running Start juniors and seniors. Low-income 
applicants who have not previously received a scholarship are prioritized in scholarship awards; seniors are prioritized over juniors. University of Hawaii Running Start webpage; Hawaii State Department of Education GEAR UP 
Hawaii Running Start financial aid webpage

Indiana

Public institutions must waive dual credit tuition for low-income students.

IC 21-14-8-1

Maryland

Funds for the Early College Access Grant program are provided to the Maryland Higher Education Commission in the Governor’s annual budget. A student demonstrating financial need may be awarded a grant under the 
Part-Time Grant Program. MD Code, Education, § 18-1401 MD Code, Education, § 18-14A-01 and -02; 

Low-Income Student Pays Reduced to No Tuition

APPENDIX 3

The states listed below provide tuition reduction or elimination measures for low-income students. Note that in some states listed below, a scholarship or tuition 
waiver for low-income students may be limited to a certain number or type of dual enrollment courses or credit hours or be designated exclusively for students in 
certain grade levels. In addition, some approaches listed below are awarded on a first-come, first-served basis, meaning that not all eligible low-income applicants 
receive dual enrollment scholarships.

Tuition reduction policies listed below defray but do not fully cover dual enrollment tuition for low-income students. In states adopting a tuition reduction, the 
district, postsecondary partner, or student may be required to pay any tuition costs not covered by the tuition reduction.

State headers designate instances in which student-borne tuition costs are reduced or eliminated under just one of two or more state-designated funding models.

https://regulations.delaware.gov/AdminCode/title14/500/506.shtml#TopOfPage
https://www.hawaii.edu/dualcredit/running-start/
https://www.hawaiipublicschools.org/TeachingAndLearning/CollegeAndCareerReadiness/DualCredit/Pages/GEAR-UP-Hawaii-Running-Start-aid.aspx
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2023/ic/titles/21#21-14-8-1
https://mhec.maryland.gov/preparing/Pages/FinancialAid/ProgramDescriptions/prog_ptgrant.aspx
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Laws/StatuteText?article=ged&section=18-1401&enactments=false
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Laws/StatuteText?article=ged&section=18-14A-01&enactments=false
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Laws/StatuteText?article=ged&section=18-14A-02&enactments=False&archived=False
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Massachusetts

Through an annual legislative appropriation, the Commonwealth Dual Enrollment Partnership (CDEP) provides funds to cover costs for approved applicant students from low-income and other underrepresented populations 
who enroll in postsecondary coursework offered through participating institutions. Participating students complete dual enrollment courses at no tuition cost to them. In FY2023, 1,656 dual enrollment students received at 
least partial tuition coverage from CDEP; data on the percentage of these students who were low-income is not available as of February 2024. 

CDEP webpage

Missouri

The Dual Credit/Dual Enrollment Scholarship is a last-dollar scholarship covering tuition and fees for applicant dual credit and dual enrollment students demonstrating economic need and taking coursework through an 
approved dual credit or dual enrollment provider. Funds are paid to the approved institution and applied to the student’s account. 

The program is funded by an appropriation to the Dual Credit and Dual Enrollment Scholarship Fund. If funds are insufficient to cover all eligible students, the department of higher education and workforce development will 
make awards to students in order of earliest application received date until all available funds for the semester are expended.

V.A.M.S. 173.2505; 6 Mo. Code of State Regulations 10-2.195

Montana

Low-income students who have completed two courses or up to 6 credit hours through One-Two-Free will continue to have a tuition scholarship for early college courses. 

Montana University System One-Two-Free Operating Guidelines

Nebraska

The Access College Early (ACE) Scholarship Program awards financial assistance to applicant students in three categories:

•  Low-income students

•  Students or students of parents who have experienced an extreme hardship (as defined in regulations)

•  �Students enrolling in a course that applies to a career program of study. The student’s annual household income must be at or less than 200 percent of the federal poverty level. Funds are awarded first to low-income 
students and students or families experiencing hardship; after those funds are awarded, any remaining funds may be awarded to cover tuition and fees for a course that applies to a career program of study. 

The scholarship award is the lesser of the actual charged tuition and fees, or an amount equal to the tuition and fees if the course were taken by a full-time, resident undergraduate student at the University of Nebraska-Lincoln; 
the maximum award for students seeking enrollment in a career course is $250 a term. 

Neb. Rev. St. § 85-2101 through -2108; Neb. Admin. R. & Regs. Tit. 281, Ch. 6, § 001 through § 007

Nevada

For the 2022–23 and 2023–24 academic years, NSHE establishes a reduced pricing schedule for dual enrollment students eligible for free and reduced lunch—$58/credit for community college courses, $80/credit for state 
college courses, and $102/credit for university courses. NSHE Procedures and Guidelines Manual, Chapter 7, Section 2, “Dual and Concurrent Enrollment Fees”

A p p e n d i x  3

https://www.mass.edu/strategic/cdep.asp
https://revisor.mo.gov/main/OneSection.aspx?section=173.2505&bid=51254&hl=
https://www.sos.mo.gov/cmsimages/adrules/csr/current/6csr/6c10-2.pdf
https://mus.edu/che/directives/One-Two-Free-Program.pdf
https://www.nebraska.gov/rules-and-regs/regsearch/Rules/Coordinating_Commission_for_Postsecondary_Education/Title-281/Chapter-06.pdf
https://nebraskalegislature.gov/laws/statutes.php?statute=85-2101
https://nebraskalegislature.gov/laws/statutes.php?statute=85-2108
https://www.nebraska.gov/rules-and-regs/regsearch/Rules/Coordinating_Commission_for_Postsecondary_Education/Title-281/Chapter-06.pdf
https://nshe.nevada.edu/wp-content/uploads/file/BoardOfRegents/PGManual/COMPLETEPGREV94.pdf
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New Jersey

A dual enrollment agreement between a public institution of higher education and a school district must include a provision that ensures that an eligible student is not excluded from participation because of an inability to pay.

N.J.S.A. 18A:61C-10

North Dakota

The Bank of North Dakota awards dual credit scholarships on a first-come, first-served basis to applicant low-income students to cover tuition and other approved expenses. Students may receive financial assistance for up to 
two courses per academic year. 

Texas

Through the Financial Aid for Swift Transfer (FAST) Program, eligible students may enroll in eligible dual credit courses at no cost to them if they were educationally disadvantaged [eligible for free-/reduced-price lunch] at any 
time during the four school years preceding the student’s enrollment in the dual credit course. Eligible institutions may participate only if the tuition charged does not exceed the tuition rate established in HECB rule. Public 
institutions of higher education must annually opt in or opt out of the program. In fall 2024, virtually all Texas public two-year institutions were participating in the FAST program V.T.C.A., Education Code § 28.0095; 19 TAC § 
13.500 - 13.506

Utah

LEAs use their concurrent enrollment appropriation dollars to pay the $5 per credit hour concurrent enrollment tuition rate for students experiencing socioeconomic disadvantage. Tuition must be charged in order for students 
to be awarded postsecondary credit. For students eligible for fee waivers, LEAs are responsible for textbooks, lab fees, and other costs of instruction. 

U.C.A. § 53F-2-409

Washington—Running Start

Institutions of higher education must make fee waivers available for low-income Running Start students documented by their school district as eligible for free- and reduced-price lunch in any of the previous five years. 
Acceptable documentation may include other criteria established in the institution’s policy. 

RCW 28A.600.310

Wisconsin—Early College Credit Program (ECCP)

A school district must waive an ECCP student’s 25% portion of tuition costs if the department of public instruction determines the cost of the course would pose an undue financial burden on the pupil’s family. This applies for 
ECCP students enrolled in a course for postsecondary credit only. 

W.S.A. 118.550
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https://lis.njleg.state.nj.us/nxt/gateway.dll?f=templates&fn=default.htm&vid=Publish:10.1048/Enu
https://bnd.nd.gov/pdf/dual_credit_assistance_application.pdf
https://www.highered.texas.gov/student-financial-aid-programs/fast/
https://reportcenter.highered.texas.gov/agency-publication/guidelines-manuals/financial-aid-for-swift-transfer-fy-2025-participating-institutions/
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__casetext.com_statute_texas-2Dcodes_education-2Dcode_title-2D2-2Dpublic-2Deducation_subtitle-2Df-2Dcurriculum-2Dprograms-2Dand-2Dservices_chapter-2D28-2Dcourses-2Dof-2Dstudy-2Dadvancement_subchapter-2Da-2Dessential-2Dknowledge-2Dand-2Dskills-2Dcurriculum_section-2D280095-2Dfinancial-2Daid-2Dfor-2Dswift-2Dtransfer-2Dfast-2Dprogram&d=DwMFaQ&c=RMnmm6VPZn6InKz70COhA6ljkuRx8qD28wOQIYh-aEY&r=ejcQ1vJMv6XhKYSuW4r8C6gnj4m91pCIDijpGTTJtPRx0t3d561Rp4itNaluykn6&m=IVAuO4j075hEFzCRC09rPHZePZmlg_4lyf7dpE5Imk_04vgMwTXTWnkU57bjA8d4&s=R8fDokP1JMcN7kxC9tYhbMyB4tpYEYSBYK5qx32xmk0&e=
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.ViewTAC?tac_view=5&ti=19&pt=1&ch=13&sch=Q&rl=Y
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.ViewTAC?tac_view=5&ti=19&pt=1&ch=13&sch=Q&rl=Y
https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title53F/Chapter2/53F-2-S409.html?v=C53F-2-S409_2019051420190514
https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=28A.600.310
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/118/55


https://www.collegeinhighschool.org/
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