
 

 

NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION COMMITTEE 

AUGUST 29, 2017 

Meeting Locations: 

Office Address City Meeting Room 
Department of Education 9890 S. Maryland Pkwy Las, Vegas Board Room (2nd Floor) 
Department of Education 700 E. Fifth St Carson City Board Room 

SUMMARY MINUTES  

(Video Conferenced) 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT 
In Las Vegas 
Mark Newburn 
Robert Blakely 
 
In Carson City 
David Carter 
 
DEPARTMENT STAFF PRESENT: 
 
In Carson City 
Brett Barley, Deputy Superintendent, Student Achievement 
Kris Nelson, Director, Office of Career Readiness, Adult Learning and Education Options 
Karen Chessell, Nevada Department of Education  
 
LEGAL STAFF PRESENT 
 
In Carson City 
Greg Ott, Deputy Attorney General 
 
AUDIENCE IN ATTENDANCE: 
In Las Vegas:  
(no sign in sheet) 
 
Carson City:  
Crystal Abba, Nevada System of Higher Education 
Allison Combs, Nevada System of Higher Education 
Jeannine Bell, Washoe County School District 
Bryn Lapenta, Washoe County School District 
Lindsay Anderson, Washoe County School District 
Mary Pierczynski, Nevada Association of School Superintendents 
Ray Bacon, Nevada Manufactures Association 
 
Call to Order;  
The meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m. with attendance as reflected above.  
 
Public Comment #1 
There was no public comment 
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Information, Discussion and Possible Action regarding the College and Career Ready Diploma. 
Pursuant to A.B. 7, Section 41.5 (2017) and for the purpose of reviewing proposed changes to NAC 
389.663 as it pertains to the College and Career Ready diploma and its corresponding college-ready and 
career-ready endorsements, said regulation proposal: 

1. Revises NAC 389.663 pertaining to the Advanced Diploma by adding proposed criteria for the 
College and Career Ready Diploma; 

2. Prescribe additional coursework requirements within the total 24 units of credit required for the   
advanced diploma; 

  3.  Prescribes criteria for the college-ready endorsement and the career-ready endorsement; 
  4. Presents a draft policy for the State Board of Education’s purview that prescribes the require   

assessments for the career-ready endorsement. 
Kris Nelson, Director, Career Readiness, Adult Learning and Education Options, presented regulatory 
draft language from A.B. 7 recently passed in the 2017 Legislature regarding the college and career ready 
diploma. The bill requires the Board to adopt regulations that prescribe the criteria for a pupil to receive a 
college ready high school diploma which must include the requirements that the pupil: 
 1. Satisfy the criteria for the receipt of a standard high school diploma; 
 2. Obtain a college ready endorsement and/or a career ready endorsement. 
 
The Board is also required to adopt regulations prescribing the criteria for a pupil to obtain each 
endorsement, to annually review and if necessary revise the regulations adopted relating to the college 
and career high school diploma and: 

 3. Provide incentive grants and certain reimbursements relating to the college and career high   
school diploma to the extent that money is available for this purpose and 

4. To confer all the same rights and privileges and benefits as a standard high school diploma 
 
Ms. Nelson explained that the proposed draft regulations are for conceptual consideration and they satisfy 
all the requirements set forth in A.B. 7 regarding the college and career ready diploma. Initial regulatory 
draft language was presented at a public workshop on July 31, 2017. This language has been revised 
based on feedback received at the workshop.  
 
The draft regulations for the college and career ready diploma were built on the foundation of the 
advanced diploma. In addition to the advanced diploma requirement, a mathematics requirement 
including Algebra II, or higher, has been added because it aligns to the Guinn scholarship. Of the six 
elective credit units, pupils are required to obtain at least two credit units in specific coursework. The 
criteria for a pupil to receive either a college ready endorsement and/or career ready endorsement was 
described.  A PowerPoint presentation was conducted about each diploma type.  
 
Chair Newburn asked about the difference between the three diplomas. Ms. Nelson responded that the 
college and career ready diploma type was built upon the advanced diploma. The core requirements are 
the same as the advanced diploma with the addition of math. The required four credit units of Math with 
Algebra II or higher align with the millennium scholarship requirements. The only change from the 
advanced diploma to the college and career diploma are the six additional elective units, which are also 
required on the advanced diploma from a list the Board will develop. The Board is also to prescribe the 
criteria for the college ready and career ready endorsement which are attached to the CCR diploma.  
 
Chair Newburn inquired whether there is still an advanced diploma, and if there are three different levels 
of a diploma now? Ms. Nelson responded there are three diploma types and the college and career 
endorsements are attached the college and career ready type per A.B.7.  
 
A pupil that obtains a CCR diploma also must obtain at least one of the endorsements. Chair Newburn 
asked to clarify if that is obtaining one but not both of the endorsements. Ms. Nelson said the intention is 
that pupils can obtain both the college ready and career ready endorsement. College readiness defined in 
current regulation is that a pupil successfully completes the courses required for an advanced diploma and 

http://www.doe.nv.gov/Boards_Commissions_Councils/High_School_Graduation/2017/August/Support_Materials/
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successfully completes at least two years of coursework in one world language or demonstrates 
proficiency to speak at least two languages.  
 
Students must take 2 credit units in their electives for the CCR diploma from a list prescribed by the 
Board. Member Blakely expressed concern about the three diploma types, and asked if that is in 
alignment with legislative intent. Ms. Nelson responded she is not certain, however at the end of the day 
the legislature wanted to provide a mechanism for students to be able to demonstrate to both post-
secondary education and business and industry that they are college and/or career ready. A standard 
diploma is not getting kids college or career ready. 
 
Brett Barley, Deputy Superintendent, Student Achievement, added that the intent of the legislature was to 
raise the ceiling for what would be possible for kids to obtain with a diploma that would be evidence to 
business/ industry and higher education that they are prepared for success. The standard diploma will be 
discussed in the next item but there is a requirement in A.B. 7 that it still meet the needs of students. It 
may be possible to raise the ceiling now with the college and career diploma, and the standard diploma 
evolves to what the advanced diploma looks like now. This is the first step in a multi-step process. 
 
Member Carter commented that when he attended the A.B. 7 meetings he does not recall hearing of a 
differentiation between college and career ready. It was discussed as one piece. If there is going to be a 
diploma that is both college and career ready, it would need to have differentiation so that students who 
are not planning on going to college would still be able to earn the diploma by being career ready. The 
only other possibility is to have a college diploma and a career ready diploma.  
 
Deputy Barley clarified that A.B. 7 has given a name to the new diploma type and it is the college and 
career ready diploma. It articulates two different endorsements underneath the diploma through which the 
Board has the ability to find the criteria that a student must meet to obtain the endorsements.  
 
Chair Newburn said any of the endorsements and metrics would indicate either college ready or career 
ready. He said he wants to understand if the endorsements do not apply to a standard diploma? Is that 
what the legislature intended that the endorsements only apply to a new college and career diploma? 
Deputy Barley concurred; there is now in existence the standard diploma, the advanced diploma and the 
college and career readiness diploma under which are two endorsement types, the career endorsement and 
the college endorsement.  
 
Chair Newburn said it appears that a student can get a college and career ready diploma with no evidence 
of being career ready. That is a problem, because it is just another kind of advanced diploma. No CTE 
courses and no tests indicating career readiness are required for the diploma. If it is going to be college 
and career ready, then there should be a guarantee that the student is also career ready.  
 
Ms. Nelson responded that there are specific career ready endorsement assessments and demonstrations 
tied to the career ready endorsement piece. Member Newburn said he would like an explanation because 
it appears there is not an indicator of career readiness. Ms. Nelson explained the career ready endorsement 
includes that pupils pass a certain assessment, one of those being the ACTs National Career Readiness 
Certificate (NCRC) at the Silver level or higher. Another is to score 50 or higher on the Armed Services 
Vocational Aptitude Battery (ASVAB); or the Career and Technical Education Skills Attainment 
Certificate, or the obtainment of an industry-recognized credential as adopted by the Board. These 
demonstrations are in addition to the prescribed core requirement and electives coursework the student 
would need to obtain. 
 
 Member Newburn asked about the requirement that a student must obtain at least one of the following 
endorsements, a college ready endorsement or a career ready endorsement. It appears a student can get the 
diploma without the career ready endorsement; in which case, there is no demonstration to show the 
student is career ready. He asked if that is correct. Deputy Barley said the title of the diploma is the 
college and career ready diploma, but there are discreet college and career pathways to obtain an endorsed 
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diploma. On the way to achieving a college endorsed diploma, the student could do that without taking a 
CTE certificate or without taking the work keys. There is a duality that exists where the diploma type 
itself is called college and career, there are discreet endorsements which while they can overlap they do 
not need to. There may be a student who achieves a college and career ready diploma that takes advanced 
placement and scores at the appropriate thresholds on the ACT but has not done work in a traditional CTE 
pathway.  
 
Member Newburn suggested the college and career diploma should have both endorsements. A lot of the 
course work is college ready. It is the fact a career ready endorsement is not required, it is not a college 
and/or career ready diploma; rather it is a college and career ready diploma. It does not make sense to 
have a college and career ready diploma where the student may not be career ready.  
 
Ms. Nelson said her understanding is that the intent of the law is for the Board to prescribe criteria that 
demonstrates a student is graduating college and career ready. The purview of the Board is to prescribe 
coursework that outlines that demonstration.  It is for the Board to prescribe whether there is required 
coursework in the advanced diploma framework that could be replaced by something that would 
demonstrate career readiness even if a student is getting a college ready endorsement.  
 
Member Carter commented that when considering career ready, it might be possible for a student who 
gets that endorsement to be college ready as they would have taken a foreign language or any of the 
advance placement courses. They student could focus on career and technical work based education, 
therefore there is a college and career diploma with the emphasis on college while taking nothing for 
career ready, it would be the same diploma where there is focus on career readiness and not college ready. 
It is one diploma for two streams of education, either a college or a career ready focus. It would be 
possible for a student to focus on both, but they are not required to focus on both.  
 
Ms. Nelson agreed and said that is exactly the framework. Member Blakely asked if the standards set in 
these three areas are based upon national standards. Ms. Nelson concurred.  
 
Chair Newburn said when he reviewed the measures for the career ready endorsements, he did not see 
them as courses rather they were exams.  He admitted confusion about why both endorsements are not 
required. If both endorsements were required he would feel the student had clearly demonstrated career 
and college readiness and would be worthy of a college and career ready diploma. Ms. Nelson replied that 
A.B. 7 is very specific in that it states “ or”, and that is the law that was passed.  
 
Chair Newburn asked if it can be broken into the college oriented, advanced placement, international 
baccalaureate, dual-credit, world foreign language as a category and then a college and career work based 
course as a second category. Then then a student would need to take one of each, which would give a 
minimum demonstration of both. Ms. Nelson reiterated it is the Board’s purview to prescribe the criteria 
based on the law. This is the beginning of that work. Member Newburn said it shows a minimum measure 
that a student has done both and can get a further demonstration of the endorsement.  
 
Chair Newburn proposed it is broken up into two categories, where a student takes one unit from each 
category, and the first category is college oriented and the second category would be a career and 
technical course or a work based learning course. There would be two categories that would require one 
unit from each one. He asked member Carter and Blakely for their feedback. 
 
Member Carter stated he would respectfully oppose that option because he prefers to keep an “or” 
possibility. Member Blakely agreed with member Carter. Currently the NDE is in compliance with 
federal standards and it is important to stay in alignment.  
 
Deputy Barley clarified that what the NDE is referring to as National Best Practice is the endorsement 
assessment criteria referred to when making the claim that the ACT, SAT, SBAC is the college ready 
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endorsement and the career ready endorsement is the Silver on the ACT, or the ASVAB, or the Career 
and Education Certificate or the industry recognized certificate.  
 
Member Blakely moved to approve the proposed language. Member Carter seconded the motion. 
Member Newburn voted nay, member carter and member Blakely voted yea. The motion carried.  
 
Information, Discussion and Possible Action regarding the Standard Diploma (NRS 390.600).   
Pursuant to A.B. 7, Section 41.3 (2017) and for the purpose of information only on proposed changes to 
NAC 389.664 and requirements for the Standard Diploma, an initial regulatory revision draft is presented 
for this Committee and the public’s review and feedback. 
 
Ms. Nelson stated this is about revising the requirements for the receipt of a standard high school 
diploma, and the Board is to adopt regulations that prescribe the criteria for a pupil to receive a standard 
high school diploma which must include without limitation the requirement that : 

• A pupil enrolled in grade 11 will take the college and career readiness assessment administered 
pursuant to NRS 390.610 and 

• Commencing with the graduating class of 2022 and each graduating class thereafter, a pupil 
successfully completes a course of study designed to prepare the pupil for graduation from high 
school and readiness for college and career. 
 

The regulatory draft language today is for the committees and stakeholders informational purposes only 
as an example of what that draft language could look like. The status on this language is that it has not 
gone beyond this committee but eventually will go to a regulatory workshop and public hearing.  
 
Chair Newburn asked Ms. Nelson to highlight the difference between the standard diploma and the new 
improved standard diploma. Ms. Nelson said the difference between the diplomas is that the revisions 
increase the requirement of the current standard diploma in the mathematics area from 3 to 4 units. In 
addition, it adds 1 unit credit of social studies that aligns with the Millennial Scholarship requirements, 
and it adds an additional 1 unit credit of science bringing the standard diploma current core requirements 
of 15 units up to 18 units.  
 
Chair Newburn asked to confirm that essentially the standard diploma becomes the same requirements of 
the advanced diploma minus the GPA requirement? Ms. Nelson concurred. Member Newburn noted 
about 25 percent of students recieve advanced diplomas.  
 
Deputy Barley added that as ACT results are being received and as students are progressing through their 
junior and senior year of high school, there are new requirements that kids who are not where they want 
to be, must take a full load of coursework during their senior year rather than take a partial load of course 
work for a half day. There is time in the day for kids to take a full load of coursework their senior year to 
gain the three extra credits that are required to have an advanced diploma.  
 
Member Blakely stated that he is in agreement with the higher requirements. Chair Newburn reiterated 
that now there is a standard diploma and an advanced diploma, and the only difference is the GPA. Ms. 
Nelson concurred. 
 
Chair Newburn said he thinks the standard diploma is too high, and the advanced diploma is suddenly too 
low. He suggested there should be more differentiation; the only difference in the two diplomas is the 
GPA. The value of the advanced diploma now seems to be diminished. He asked for feedback. 
 
Lindsay Anderson, WCSD, noted this will be the first of many discussions about the high school 
diplomas to ensure all students are college and career ready by raising expectations. She noted at this 
point in time, WCSD would prefer to see requirement to continue to be at 22.5 credits. With the 4 units of 
math required for students, there is no room for error. If a student has trouble with the first semester of 
Algebra II, there is no additional room in their coursework unless they get rid of one of their electives to 
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catch up, or add another period. As a district they want to be cognizant to ensure it is accessible to all 
students, including students who may come on the bus in the morning and leave on the bus in the evening 
and do not have the ability to modify their schedule. Internal discussions led to a possible proposal of 3 
units of math, 2 units of science, plus one of either science or math. In addition there were discussions 
about districts not being able to count the student unless they were a full time enrolled student. That puts 
additional pressure on districts to ensure students are enrolled in six classes. They want to be cognizant of 
the requirement that all students are to be college and career ready and they want to raise the standard but 
in a way that will not alienate any student because of socioeconomic reasons. 
 
Bryn Lapenta, WCSD, advocated for keeping the advanced diploma. There are many students who take 
additional math and credits in science and meet the minimum GPA. They need to be honored as well as 
students who are getting the college and career diploma and/or endorsements. It has a place for students 
and would be harmful if it were removed. She echoed Ms. Anderson to stay at the 22.5 instead of going to 
the additional 24. It gives kids no wiggle room, without having to pay or not being able to have 
transportation to and from the school after hours would be a hardship.  
 
Jesse Welch, CCSD, echoed comments from WCSD, particularly that the 24 credits as indicated does not 
give any wiggle room. If a student is unable to complete a credit the first time and is not on the block 
schedule it will be very difficult to even obtain a diploma at that point. He echoed concerns in particular 
with the math of 4 credits, math is important; however, it gives no opportunity for a student to miss a 
credit, same with the science. He also agreed with points raised as well as the fact it does not give 
differentiation, aside from the GPA component between the advanced and the standard diploma. It has 
been a concern with all the different diploma types and endorsements. Some of the diplomas are already 
in place and some are coming from legislation that was passed. It is a confusing area for students and 
parents to navigate when considering the standard diploma, advanced diploma, advanced honors diploma, 
college and career ready diploma, college and career ready endorsement, seal of STEM, seal of STEAM, 
seal of bi-literacy, and CTE seal.  
 
Member Blakely suggested one of two actions, stay with the current, or move the agenda item to the 
Board for a vote. Chair Newburn said he likes the change in the course requirements, evidence has been 
received that many kids with standard diplomas are tempted to go on to college. There is rationale and 
justification for increasing the math and science requirements. He has heard concerns about raising the 
credits to 24 because in a typical high school career it gives no room for error. The standard diploma has 
always had a little room for error. 
 
Chair Newburn recommended no more than 23 credits which would allow students one bad semester or 
one bad course.  It is more realistic and it creates differentiation between the advanced and the standard, 
which he still has concerns about. He proposed keeping everything the same but change the 24 credit 
requirement to at least 23 credits. Ms. Nelson responded that this is just the beginning of a discussion, and 
the item is not up for action today. She explained the High School Graduation Committee can suggest any 
revisions to the proposed regulation draft. The process must still go to a workshop and public hearing. 
Ms. Nelson suggested adding the nuance of Algebra II or higher to align with the Millennium 
Scholarship.  
 
Chair Newburn said that Algebra II or higher is a clear distinction between the standard and the advanced 
diploma. He agreed that should be part of the advanced diploma, and it has traditionally been the line 
between the standard and the advanced diploma.  
 
Ray Bacon, Nevada Manufactures Association, said he has had multiple discussions about A.B. 7 during 
the 2017 Legislative Session. The long term plan is that the standard diploma would go away. It is not 
adequate for employers or higher education. However, there are students in the process and it needs to be 
continued for some period of time. One of the points of contention is when is that point in time?  If kids 
can read, then they can be taught math and science. A secondary issue is how do we get there keeping the 
6 period day without having huge financial impacts. He noted that higher education is part of the path to a 
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career. Students who go on a college track during high school will get an education that that keeps them 
employed and they will be active citizens.  That is part of the pipeline to a career. The reality is that the 
requirements for a high school diploma should be changing on a 5-7 year window on a regular basis. He 
added he thinks the NDE is headed in the right direction but it is a fine line. 
 
Member Newburn noted that S.B. 200 was passed which will allow a computer science course to count 
for a 4th math or 3rd science credit creating some flexibility for the districts. He suggesting changing the 
24 to 23 credits and pass it on to the next level.  
 
Member Carter moved to approve the proposal with the exception of limiting the number of credits 
from 24 credits to 23 credits with the understanding there will be additional drafts and public 
comment as it moves through the regulatory process. Member Blakely seconded the motion.  
 
Chair Newburn asked for feedback from the NDE. Deputy Barley responded with this guidance the 
discussion can be scheduled for a regulation workshop and public hearing, and the legal language will 
come to the Board during the public hearing.  
 
The motion carried.  
 
Public Comment 
There was no public comment. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 2:42 p.m.  
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