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The meeting began with each guidance counselor sharing sample transcripts from their respective schools.  Mark MacLean explained the difference between credits and quality points (used to calculate weighted grades) at Portland High School.  He further explained that when determining rank in class, weighted grades are used.  Gary Vines shared the different mix of honors and AP classes accessed in two sample student transcripts.  He also explained the UW rating which is used on transcripts to denote college coursework by students.  He indicated that neither high school can have more than two of these UV ratings added to the transcripts ( any more would force a single transcript from the college attended).   He also shared that more and more colleges are not using individual schools numbers due to the high numbers of applications to post secondary schools – and that each institution has their own method for determining a student’s ability.

Chair O’Brien asked whether or not their was consistency between the 2 high schools regarding transcripts.  Both guidance counselors indicated that there was not blanket consistency, ( with Power School there will be more), but there is a lot of collaborative work between the 2 schools in this area.

When asked about their own personal opinions of weighted grades and class ranking, Gary Vines recounted his sabbatical experience in 97/98 where he had the opportunity to visit 65 different colleges to seek clarity on this issue.  Again, he shared that colleges rank their own applicant pool using their own formula or mechanisms for doing so – noting the challenges to these institutions when considering applications from home schooled students.  He indicated that from his own experience, that colleges are very adept at finding good students.  He shared that he would like to see a belief statement developed from all high schools that would more accurately represent the students in a way that would allow colleges to 1) look at student performance overall, 2) describe the courses taken, and 3) describe the range of students in a particular cohort class. 

Mark MacLean agreed that colleges reconfigure schools’ GPA systems.  Further, he shared that, in his opinion, weighted grades and ranking in class are important for both students and parents.  The question he posed is the dilemma between what colleges want and actually do, and what parents and students want. 

Gary Vines described a portfolio approach used by Evergreen State in Washington.  No transcripts are used; students must seek admission through the use of a portfolio. 

Rebecca Minnick asked the question around weighted grades adversely affecting minority students.   There was a discussion by all participants around AP coursework being extended in both high schools to all students.  Specifically, Mark MacLean spoke about an open enrollment for AP classes at PHS as well as AP mentoring classes.

Anthony Toppi felt that the current issue was more societal – and he used his own experience to highlight that given that he has two parents involved in his life and school career versus students who are in some way disadvantaged.  Maureen Quinn concurred.  Anthony suggested that a record of student progress over time was more important than weighted grades and class rank.

Mark MacLean reiterated support for weighted grades and class ranking.  This support is generated from both a sense of tradition and as a motivation for student performance.  Both Mark MacLean and Gary Vines believed the present reporting system could be adapted to meet policy requirements.

The meeting was open for public input.  William Weber stated there were a number of questions as a result of this meeting.  Because the business meeting was beginning these questions were not addressed.  

