DOCUMENT RESUME -

ED 239 679 T , o . JC 840 052

AUTHOR ' *  Losak, John; Morris, Cathy ,

TITLE Effects of Student Self Selection into Remedial
' , Classes. Research Report No. 83-39. '

INSTITUTION Miami-Dade Community Coll., Fla. Office of

Institutioral Research. ’

PUB DATE Dec 83 ~

NOTE 20p. e ' .

PUB TYPE Reports - Research/Technical (143) -- Statistical
’ ' bata (110) - 3 .

EDRS PRICE MF01/PCOl1 Plus Postage. ’

DESCRIPTORS *Academic’ Achievement; Academic Persistence;

Achievement Tests; Educational Trends; Remedial
Instruction; Scores; Student Placement; Testing
Programs; *Two Year College Students
 ABSTRACT ¢ | 1
S N A study was conducted zt Miami-Dade Community College
(M-DCC) to assess the academic pertormance of students who
participated in remedial course work during their first term of
enrollment, and to determine the participation rate of f L.
remedial-zligible students. The fall 1980 administration of.a basic
. skills test battery found 2,968 of 6,726 first-time-in-college
students eiigible for remedial reading, 2,770 eligible for remedial
writing, and 2,933 eligible for remedial math. More than half of the
. remediai-eligible students did not take remedial coursework, with the
lowest participation rates in math courses ané the highest in reading.
Qcourses..The retention and graduation rates of those students who did
not take remedial courses were. as high or higher than -those of.
students who did take remedial courses. At one campus, students'
chances of graduating or still being enrolled 3 years after their
~initial enrollment were markedly improved by not taking a remedial
. course during their first term. Due to a phase-in policy of mandatory
\compliance with remedial placement, there was an anticipated and
consistent increase between 1980 and 1982 in the percentage of
eligible students taking remedial courses during their first term.
"Based on retention and graduation data, advisors should be alerted
that a student's deliberate decision not to enroll in remedial work-
durirg his/her first term may be a beneficial and appropriate choice.
(HB) i

***********************************************************************

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *

* : from the original document. *
***************************k*******************************************

v

Q




ED239679

I
i
)

A
AW
QS
Q_
xR
N\
S

.. "PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS

MATERIAL HAS'BEEN GRANTED BY
R. II. 1icCabe

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)."

EFFECTS

SN

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
NATIONAL. INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION
EQUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
CENTER {ERIC)

This document has been reproduced as
received from the perscn or urganization
originating it. .

Mimor changes have been made to improve
reproduction quality.

® Points of view or opinions stated in this doeu-
ment do not necessarily represent official NIE
position or polcy.

OF STUDENT SELF SELECTION INTO BEMEDIAL CLASSES

Résgarch Report No. 83-39

December 1983

John Losak

Cathy Morris

Miami-Dade Comrmunity Co]iege,

-

OFFICE OF INSITUTIONAL RESEARCH

\:}



—.limitations-of--the design,———— =~ = o s e

“ term of enrollﬁént.

Effects of Student Self Selection
into Remedial Classes

One of the assumptions related to the requiremsnts for remedial
academic work is £pa£ students will perform better academically with remedi-
ation. To tgst this pedagogic assumption directly is(an extremeli difficult
prosess, not because a conceptual framework is particularly abstruse bﬁt

because the impiémentation in a practical setting is farnfrom.idsai. None-

theless, the issues can still be addressed as well as possible given the

*

Beginning with the Fali'Term 1980, students at Miami-Dade were
required tc writé a Basic é#ills Assessment Battery and to be placed in
remedial courses ihsreading, writisg,'and somputaﬁion iﬁ their scores were
sufficient;y low. The reinstatement of.piacement testing at Miami-Dade

was implemented on a phase—in‘baSiS. and because of space limitations as

. well as instructor availability, it was not exﬁected that all students would

be affected. It was assumed that in the ensuing years the policies would

be implemented in a more;comprehensive fashion ‘as computer locks were installed.

~ As a second issue, the data in this report addressed the question of the

extent to which there has been an increase in the number of students who

are eligiblé for remedial work who déd take remedial work during their first

'
-

The base bopulation for this study consisted of all first-time-
in-college students who were eligible for remediai work based on Basic Skills
Assessment Tests, specifically the Comparstive Guidance and Placemeﬁt program

for the Fall Term 1980-81. It was necessary to use 1980-81 since the students

¢



- have now had three years to graduate. The measure of success was cousidered

to be a combination of continued enrollment at Miami-Dade or graduation.
Therefore, attrition is conversely defined as those not still enrolled or .

graduated as of September, 1983. - N ' o .

¢

For those students who-entered during the Fall Term 1980 and were

[ : . N 3 f N .
eligible for remedial wérk,_the data are separated on the basis of their

performancé on the Reading, Written-English Expression, and Compg;atibn sub-

tests of the CGP. Tables 1-5 are organized by perfdfmance“under each of the

SUY)—:t'eS't S .

It is clear that in each instance, (i.e., for the Reading, the Written
: . o] ‘

’English Expression, and the Computation test) of all the students eligible“

” .

to take remedial coursework, more than half did not take remedial work during

-the firs; term of enrollment. The lowest proportion bf'first‘term remedial

course erirollment occurred for students below the placement score on the
v ' ' -
Computation test, ghile the highest enrollment occurred for students &elow
the placement score on the Reading test. This may be Surprising to many readers

who are aware that the plééement'cfitériamdidfnéf.éﬁédifi”thé“rédﬁiféﬁéthWMW““wm

for reading until the Fall Term 1983. Nonetheless, "the language and the im-

plementation was'sufficiently clear so that students were inclined to enroll
. : N

o,

for remedial work. It is possible, of course, that it is more self evident"

to students that accomplishment in reading is fundamental to their progress

in other coursework so that they may be more inclined to seek help through

remedjAl work by taking remedial reading courses.

i

4 ’ )
‘There is considerable variation in the pattern of enrollment in

the remedial courses b§\campus. For example of the 1,165 students eligible

for remedial reading on South Campus, 842 d;d hot.take remedial readingkgheir

o 2 .
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first -term. In.céntrast, on-North Campus of the 1,334 students eligible
’ e i
for remedial reading, 895 did tzke the course their first term.( When examining

the measures of success (Tables 1-10), the clear pattern that emerges is .

that 1f theé" students did not take remedial work durihghthe first term, their

retention rate is equal to or greater than the graduation and retention

rate for the students who did take remedial courses during the first term.

This‘is true across each sub-test for the total college and by each/sgmpusf’////////

e

At Medical Center Campus the students' chances of ‘graduating or still being -

enrolled three years later were markedly improvea by not taking a remedial

course during the first term,

5N

It is difficult to escape the impfession that taking a remedial

i

{
i
'
i
|

course for which one is eligible during the first term increases the probabil-

2

ity of non-success; certainly the taking of a remedial course does not improve
i

: , : L |

the students' chances for retention. -%} is. important to remember when inter- |
s ¢ - . | ]

preting the data that many of the students who did not take remedial courses l\

during- the first term were those who for a variety.of motivational reasons

which are indeterminage_e;ﬂ;pisAtime chose not to enroll., Tbisﬂ;ypemof;ﬂhii,

et e e e e R

vgluntary,selectioﬁ tends often to.bias,the-population~s04thatwfrequentiy $p

those who opt out of remedial courses are a different group. The best

o research design of course is to randomly select and to—gandomly blace like

groups of students into remedial and_non—remedial efforts and to track their

5
3

a SN

performance over time. Very few studies in the literature have been this
_ ;igorous in design, resulting in a limited number of truly experimeﬁfgl'
designs on the topic of the efficacy of remedial efﬁ/;LS///E;r an excellent
" and recent regiew on this topic.see: Chen-Lin’ C. Kulik, James Kulik &

Barbara Shwalb,. "College Progrems for High-risk and Disadvantaged Students:

"A Meta-Analysis fo Findings," Review of Educational Research, Fall, 1983.
. y ;




Of major préctical significance for .advisement and Counseling;¢
purposes is tﬂe impiicaﬁioq that foF—mgny students, ;>deiibérate decision
not‘to'enroll in remedi;l work duriﬁg first term éﬁfollmént ma; be a bene-
ficial decision. At the least;’advisors should be alerted that a decision

a

‘reached by advisor/studént deliberations to not enroll in remedial work
_— during the first term, even if the student is eligible on the basis of
> test séores, may be the most appropriate educational decision for'somé

students.

Tables 11 and 12Vggﬁ;ggﬁwthemchangggmovermtime_in_the_ﬁetceﬁtage ———
of students eligible for remedial coursework who epfoll fér remedial courses
during_their first term: As'shoul& be expected, based on the phase-in policy'
régardi;g éompliance, theré has been a consistent increase in the percentage = .
N of eligible students taking_remedial courses during the first term. Thereu

is still considerable-variagion by cémpus as sﬁmmarized in Table 13. Still,

‘as of the Fall Term 1982, college-wide only 52% of those eligible to tivke N\

. . . .|
only one course took even that one remedial course during their first termj; - ‘i v

of those eligible for t&d remedial courses, 40% took two and of>those eligible f
. . & ‘o
+ e s e e © i e s e e e o i« e e s e [
T ‘for"3, 34% took all three. These summary tables will be generated each year |,
so as to pro&ide cbﬁ%inuing and updated information ;égérdi;éwghéﬂlséués _ j

——— e ———

—

addressed in this paper.
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N Co]]egeTW1de ,fp““ ‘ ';—-» o o T
Three Year D1fferent1a{ Attr1t10n/Graduat1on .
With and N1thout F;YSt Term Remed1a] Courseworgz//
Test *

First-time-in-= Co]]e udents,:Fa11 Term 1980-81

—‘Readlég Test

[ - [
, . Eligible for Rémed1a1 | ,f‘! Not Eligible for Remedial
, (N=2968) - / A . (N=3758)
7 R ) i
. - ' : / 7 . | I |
e .o / Did Not - Did Not
Took Remedial Take Remedial . . Took Remedial Take Remedial
) : ' . First Term / First Term 4 First Term First Term
S L . (N=1443) j /(N=1525) | : (N=128) ' (N=3630) T
Graduated BREE “7',/' 9% - 23% - 30%
Still Enrolled eE o 9% S 18% 18%
Attritiom— - 69% /// 62% 59% - 52%
/ & . M A
Nr1tt n Engl1sh Expresswon Test .
] ;
E]]g1b]e for Remed1a] Not E11g1b1e for Remed1a]
(N= 2770) (N= 3956)
| ] I T "
| | : 3 1. T ] |
[ Did .Not , : Did Not -
Took Remedial’ Take Remedial Took Remedial  Take.Remedial
First Term First Term - First Term First. Term .
(N=1236) (N=1534) (N=78) . (N 3878 o
* Graduated - 15% . - . 7% | . 2% . 29%
Still Enrolled 19% - 19% ) 27% 18%
~ Attrition 66% ' 64% | 52% o 53%
Computation Test
~Eligible for Remedial ~ Not Eligible for Remedial
(N=2933) . : (N=3793)
. | ‘ L / : | I |
' . Did Nogt ' : ~ 'Did Not
Took Remedial Take Re$;dia1 .. .~ Took Remedial . Take Remedial - -
First Term First Term First Term First Term
| (N=1076) (N=1857) (N=294) - (N=3499)
‘Graduated 13% ., 5% 21% | 32%
Still Enrolled . 16% 18% . 22% 19%-

~ Attrition - 7% 67% | g - iy

Data Source: BSA Va]1d1ty Study File with enrollment and graduat1on data added" (CM);
IPrepared by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983.
LS .
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L. ﬁj \ *?_ ',n;; ‘vxv_ Read1ng Test ;
v @ Eligible for. Remecﬁa1 BT ~Not Eligible for Remedial
s, : (N 1334) ° o (N=1204) .
H _ I ' ] _ “,_
3 L o _ Did Not | o _ | S Did Not £ T
¢ .~ Took Remedial  Takg~Remedial \ Took Remedial TaKe Remedial
3 First Term . First Term - First Term.. _ zrst Te;m
(N=B95) ~~ (N=439) _ ___\_ (N=i10) _ “(i=1094).
Graduated - 124 7% . 23% 29
Still Enrolled 18% T 14% - . 8y 16%
Attrjtion 70% 69% ' ' 59% 55%
" Wr1tten Eng11sh Egpress1on Test
R
E11g1b1e for Remedial ' Mot Eligible for Remedial
_— (N-1198) - \ 7 (N=1340)
E— . | - 1.
‘ s Did Not | ' Did Not |
Took Remedial  Take Remedial - Took Remedial Take Remedial
First Term\ . First Term . First Term First Term
(N=682) (N=516) . | © (N=30) (N=1310)
' Graduated 14y 14% | 102 '26%
Still Enrolled 18% ' 15% ‘ _ . 20% 17%
. Attrition 6% |\ -— ng e e 705 T ST
) Computation Test |
Eligible for Remedial o { Not E11q1b1e for Remedial
(N=1279) . . ' - (N=1259) o
a o Did Not ' b | ~ -Did Not .
Took- Remedial - Take Remedial Took Remedial® = Take Remedial
e ~First Term First Term ... . First\Term - ~First Term
(N=700) (N 579) . _ - ‘(N=21§) ' (N=1047),
Graduated 12% 12 24% 308
Sti11 Enrolled 15% - 17% ‘ ' -23%\ ‘- 16%
Attrition - 73% 7]% ' 53%\ 54%

" Data Source: BSA Vai1d1ty Study F11e w1th enro]]ment and graduat1on data added (CM)

Prepared by: Office of Inst1tut1ona1 Research October 1983.
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v 4 Table 3

' South Campus

Three Year D1fferent1a1 Attrition/Graduation
“With- and Without First Term Remedial Coursework‘
by Test ¢ : N
First-time-=in Gollege Students, Fa]] Term 1980- 81

Read1ng Test . - - - ®

E11g1b1e for Remedial | - Not Eligible for Remedial
- (N=1165)-— - I .(N=2249) '
_- . B E——
| " \ Did No_t.| ' - l ' Did Not |
_ Took Remedial  Take Remedial- « Took Remedial - Take Remedial
. i First Term First Ferm _° ‘ First Term ~ First Term
o (N=323) - (N=842) (N=16) (N=2233) -
Graduated  17% \1_ 219 By 30%- . _
Still Enrolled 202 =\ 229 . . 19% . 18 .
Attrition ~63% . 57% ' 56% - 52%
| Wr1tten Eng]1sh Express1on Test ”: o
, Eligible for Remedial Not E11g1b1e for, Remedial
(N=1118) | (N=2296) ’
: | [ ; o | [ R
y _ B Did Not I I Did Notl'
Took Remedial . - Take-Remedial . Took Remedial Take Remedial
First Term First Term First Term , . First Term
_ . (N=252) ' (N=866) (N=37) (N=2259)
Graduated .  19% = 19% - o 30% - 30%
—-StiM—Enrolled—22% - \ _ 22% ' 27% - 18%
Attrition . 59% - 59% . w 43% T, 52k
\ | _
\ ’ Computat1on Test _
E11g1b1e for Remedial . ~ Not E11g1b1e for Remed1a1 -
(N= 1204) o : (N=2210)
. S 1 ' P l
. | . Did Not | r - pid NotI
o __Took Remedial_ Take Remedial . . Took Remedial Take Remedial
First Term - - - First. Term . ' First Term —  _First Term————
~ (N=182) 7~ .(N=1022) - - (N=33) (N=2177)
‘Graduated 14% o 16% : o 3% B/
Still Enrolled 19% . 20% 27% S 19%
- Attr1t1on . 61% . 64 70% - 48%

Data Source: BSA Validity- Study’F11e with enro]]ment and . graduat1on data added (CM)

Pdepared by: " Office. of Inst1tLt1ona1 Research
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Table 4

s |
. - W
_ New World Center Campus '
- . Three Year Differential Attrition/Graduation
With and Without First, Term Remedial Coursework
' by Test = - N
F1rst t1me -in College Students, Fall Term 1980-81
A ” Readiig Test )
 Eligible for Remedial Not Eligible for Remedial
‘ - (N=367) _ o « (N=230) -.°
o ‘ [ - - .
| - Did Not | ‘ ‘| ' . Did Not |
Took Remedial Take Remedial . Took Remedial Take Remedial
First Term First Term . First Term First Term
' (N=167) ; - (N=200) (N=1) (N=229)
Graduated 4% | 19% ‘ - 25%
Still Enrolled 14% | : 16% : R 22%
_ Attrition 72% 65% - 100% ' _ 53%
- —_— j - ¢ . /
, Written English Expression Test
// ' Eligible for Remedial ~ Not Eligible for Remedial
: (N=358) _ | (N=239).
: | - . ; : — |
o I | ‘Did Not I‘ | | J . Did Not |
Took Remedidl  Take Remedial Took Remedial Take Remedial
/ First Term First Term : First Term First Term
(N=243) . (N=115) (N=8) (N=231)
. Graduated - 14% 16%  25% 8%
Still Enrolled  16% 14% : 63% 19%
7Attr1t1on - 70% X 70% ) . ‘ ' 12%‘ 53%
/ Computation Test
f ¢ - Eligible for Remedial | : . Not Eligible forlRemedial
R (N 337) L - ) _ (N=260)
. ' | ; _ / | _ .
| | 7 pidmet | N ~ Did Not !
- . Took Remedial Take Remedial : Took Remedial - Take Remedial
First Term First Term - First Term- First Term
| | (N=138) - - (N=199) : (N=31) . (N=229)
- Graduated 10% . 17% T gw T 29
Still Enrolled 13% ,15% . o - 16% - 23%
Attrition _4 ' - 77% : - 68% . ' . 68% . 48% .

Data Source _BSA Va11d1ty Study F11e with enro]]ment and graduat1on data added (CM)

Prepared by 0ff1ce of . Inst1tut1ona1 Research October 1983 "“‘f““fw—wehemﬁul
. . .
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Table 5

" Medical éenter CaﬁPUSP

.
t.

Three ®Year Differential Attrition/Graduation

With and Witholit First Term Remedia] Coursework

. by Test ’
- First- t1me in Co]]ege Students, -Fall Term 1980-81
: Read1ng Test N
- . . LS &
E11g1b1e for Remedial Not E11g1b1e for Remedial
. : - (N 102) (N=75)
| : L - )
o _Did Not | | | _ Did Not™ |
Took Remedial Take Remedial, Took Remedial  Take Remedial
First Term First Term First Term First Term
o (N=58) (N=44) | (N=1) (N=78) .-
Graduated,- 12% 25% , = ' 36% .
Still Enrolled 21% 23% | ‘ o 26%
Attrition 67% 52% | 100% : 38%
) wr1tten Eng11sh Exgress1on Test . _ ‘
E11g1b]e for Remedial Not Eligible- for Remedial
- (N=96) - _ . (N=81)
— ' I : - .| I :
T _DidNet- | T _ pid Not |
Took Remedial- Take Remedial: ' Took Remedial Take Remedial
. First Term First Term First Term First Term
(N=59) "+ (N=37) ((N=3) (N=78)
Graduated 12% 353 SRR 32% ;
Sti11 Enrolled 29% 16% - ‘ - 23%
Attrition 59% 49% 100% . 45%
' Computatjon Test ' .
Eligible for Remedial ~ | : Not Eligible for Remed1a1
| (N=113) . - (N=64) .-
N : | : ' L .
A | 1 Did Not |
Took Remedial Take Remedial . Took Remédial Take Remedial
First Term First Term F1rst Term First Term
~(N=56) { (N=57) - - (N=12) (N=52)
Graduated 1% 24% 25% \-\\\\‘“\42%
ti11 Enrolled 30%. 23% 25% - 16%
~Attrition 59% 53% 50% 42%

Data Source:

Prepared. by:

O

Off1ce of Inst1tut1ona1 Research October 1983

\

BSA. Va11d1ty Study File with enrollment and graduat1on data added (CM)



" Table 6

College-Wide

. Three Year Differential Attrition/Graduation
T by Number of Eligible Remedial Courses Taken First Term

=Y
PR

First-time-in-College Students, Fall Term 1980-81

s

' ’Number of Remedial

. Number of Eligible Courses Taken First Term

Courses Eligible for Three - Two One None °
iThree (N=1462) ~ (N=403) ~  (N=306) (N=295) (N=458)
_____ Graduated c 9%, S T 10% 1%
Sti11 Enrolled.” P15% 7% 16% - 20%
Agtrition . T6%-  76% 74% 69%.

“Two  (N=1342) (N=317) (N=291) (N=578) T ¢ 7
Graduated ’ g 20%. & . 17% 2% T
Stil1.Enrg1led - 22% 19% 19% e
Attr1t1on‘ : - 58% /§ﬂ%1~f”“ | 59% ///i' .

) One (N=},601), . _ T (N=371) {N=1062}
Graduated . - . LT 22% 26% ’
till Enrolled = PR iy 18%—"" 18%
Attrition -~ - u‘ - ) - b -60% //.'“ 56%
| . ,: | . - - ) X \// . )
_ Lo T S |
e None - (N =‘~'232]) Lo \J,; \ - (N 2]9])
" Graduates -~ ‘0‘, -, = s 34%
'Still Enrotled” - - . U |
Attrition - = T R :248% °
.. Data Source: BSA Va11d1ty Study File wi;h énroﬂjmentfand gfaduatioﬁ data
_ added (CM). o T '/ o
Prepa;ed'by 0ff1ce of Inst1tut1ona1 Research, October 1983. . ) o .
| ’ - ‘ ,ﬂ/f'i“/f\\}_f ' S f’? S e
i , -
. , ~ - - ’ 2
; = - . A




| Table 7

North Campus
: o
Three Year Differential Attrition/Graduation
by Number of Eligible Remedial Courses Taken First Term
First-time-in-College Students, Fall Term 1980-81]

Number of Eligible Courses Taken First Term

Number of Remedial.

Courses Eligible for Three o Two \Ope e - None™

. — — ' - et \\\

_Three (K=721) - (N=274) (N=188) (N=124) ~ (N=135)
Graduated 8.4% 6.9% 4.8% 13.3%
Still Enrolled - . 15.0% 18.6% “ 8.9% 17.8%

Attrition 7 ‘ 76.6% ' 74.5% 86.3% 68.9%
Two  (N=539) , | (N=196) (N=111) (N=123)
Graduated - - J18.4% 14.4% - 19.55%
Still Enrolled - 20.9% 13.5% 11.4%
Attrition -. - . - 60.7% - = - 72.1% 69.1%
One  (N=570) - : . (N=196) (N=261)
' . .
Graduated : - - 16.3% 23.0%
Still Enrolled - - 17.9% 17 .6%
Attrition - 65.8% 59.4% -
None (N=708) - - (N=607)
Graduated = - - - = 35.4%
Still Enrolled - - - 14.7%

Attrition~ - - = 49.9%

Data Source: BSA Validity Study File with enrollment and graduation data
added (CM). ‘ : -

Prgpared'by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983.

11
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Table 8

~

South Campus

i~

Three Yeaf Differentiaigﬁttrition/Graduat}od h
by Number qf Eligible Remedia1\Fourse§ Taken First Term
First-time-in-College Student§, Fall Term 1980-81

A ’ .
Number of E]igiP]e Courses Taken First Term

M iber of Remedial™ 7

vourses Eligible for Three ng One None
_Three (N=458) = (_N=24A)——'-—»~—~A€N=JQ) — - (N-119) - (N=246) " //
_ Graduated 12.5% /5.8% 11.8% 10.6% |
 Still Enrolled 16.7% o R7.4%  22.7% 22.4% /
_ Attrition 70.8% 76.8% 65.54 . 67.0%
Two (N=629) (jN=65) (N-139) (N7400)
Graduated - 21.5%  18.7% 21.5%
Still Enrolled - o 27.7% 22.3% 22.0%
- Attrition - {7 50.8% 59,0% — 56.5%
e
One- ~ (N=855) - (N=120) (N=699)
Graduated ' - - 29.2% 26.3%
Still Enrolled - - 13.3% 18.2%
Attrition - : - ' 57.5% 55.5%
None (N=]472) ‘ (N=1453)
Graduated - - - . 34.1%
Still Enrolled - - - 18.5%

Attrition - - - 47.4%

Data Source: BSA.Validity Study File With enrollment and graduationvééta
added (CM).

Prepared by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983. )
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“\._Table 9
\ .

~

New World Center Campus

Three Year Differential Attrition/Graduation
by Number of Eligible Remedial Courses Taken First Term
Firs{-time-1n-CQ]1ege Students, Fall Term 1980-81

A " “Number of Eligible Courses Taken First Term

Number of Remedial N ‘

_Courses Eligible for . Three Two One None

Three (N=221) (N=75) ~  (N=42) (N=42) (N=62)
Graduated 8.0% 9.5% 16.7% . 8.1%
Still Enrolled S 12.0% 9.5% 16.7% 12.9%
Attrition 80.0% . 81.0% 1 66.6% - 79.0%

Two  (N=132) (N=45) (N=29) (1 29)
-Graduated = - - 22.2% 20.7% IR 4
StilT Enrolled . - 17,84  — 17.2% T 12.8%
Attrition - 60.0%. | 62.1% 59.0%

' - ) ‘ R NRVAN v

One  (N=135) : 7 M (N=45) . (N=77)
Graduated - ' - e 26.7% 31.2%
Still Enrolled - PR 26..7% 19.5%
Attrition » N 46.6% 49.3%

: : e

None (N=109) e T, (N=101)
Graduated - - - S .. 26.7%
Still Enrolled - = - b - 21.8%
Attrition - ' - - 51.5%

Data Source: BSA Validity Study.File with enroilment and graduéf{Sﬁ‘data
- added (CM).

Prepared by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983.
-{' .
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Medical

Table 10

Center Campus

Three Year Differential Attrition/Graduation

by Number of Eligibile Remedial Courses Taken First Term

First-time-in-College Students, Fall Term 1980-81

Number of Eligible Courses Taken Firsf Term |

Number of Remedial

Attrition L -

Courses Eligible for ~ Three Two One None
Three (N=62) (N=30) (N=7) (N=10) - (N=15)
' Graduated ~ . 10.0% - _ 20,0% 120.0%
Still Enrolled : 23.3% 28.6% 30.0% 20.0%
Attrition . - -~ 66.7% 71.4% ©'50.0% - 60.0%
Two  (N=42) C(N=T1) (N=12) (N=12)
Graduated | - 18.2% 8.3% 58.3%
Still Enrolled - 27 .3% 25.0% 16.7%
Attrition - .54.5% 66.7% 25.0%
ne  (N=41) (N=10.0)  (N=25)
Graduated - - 10.0% 40.0%
Stil1l Enrolled - - 40.0% 20.0%
Attrition ' - - 50.0% - 40.0%
None  (N=32) ) _ ) (N=30)
Graduated » - - - 43.3%
Still Enrolled ' - - -

" Data Source: BSA Validity Study File

added (CM)

2

with enrollment and graduation data

Prepared by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983. }
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Table 11
Co]]ege-Wide

Tested Students Eligible for and Who Took

at Least One Remedial Course Their First Term
First-time-in College Students, Fall Terms

Number
Who Took o
Number at Least Percent
Number of Remedial in Cne Course of
Areas Eligible for Category First Term: Category
Three , : - _
1980 , 1,462 1,004 69
1981 1,528 1,070 A 70
1982 1,428 1,148 80
Two . -
1980 . . 1,342 768 57
1981 . 1,323 881 67
1982 1,352 1,013 75
One
1980 1,601 © 539 34
1981 1,544 - * 656 42
. 1982 , : 1,523 835 . 55
None : , :
1980 ' 2,321 - 130 6
1981 2,128 40 2
1982 2,020 19 1
Total Eligible
1980 4,405 2,31 52
1981 - 4,395 2,607 : 59
1982 _ 4,303 2,996 70

ol

Data Source: BSA Validity Stuides Files (CM).

Prepared by: IOffice of Institutional Research, October 1983.
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Table 12
' College-Wide
Tested Students Eligible for Remedial ST :

and Number-of Eligible Courses Taken First Term o e
First-time-in College Students,-Fall-Terms

—

‘Number of Eligible Courses Taken First Term

: Three . Two . One - None
Number of Remedial - - —_—
Courses Eligible for Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

¢

___Three
1980 (N=1462) 403 28 306 21 295 20 458 3
1981 (N=1528) 306 20 392 26 372, 24 458 30
1982 (N=1428) 487 34 407 28 254 ° 18 280 20
. y ’ : \\\
Two _ T | ,
1980 (N=1342) - o7 . 28T 29 22 574 43
1981 (N=1323) | _ = 387 29 432 33 442 33
1982 {N=1352) . - - 53, 40 434 32 - 339, 25
\ o
E \ .
One \
1980 (N=1601) S o - 3N 23 1062 . - 66
1981 (N=1544) - - Y 38 888 58

1982 (N=1523) - - - - 793 52 688 45

Data Source: BSA Validity Studies Files (CM). : ,
Prepared by: Office of Institutional Research, October 1983.. . : ' -
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Tl

Tested Students Eligible far Remedial Coursework
and Number Who Took Eligible Course
First Term by Test by Campus
First-time-in College Students, Fall Terms

I ~ Reading Test “, Hriting Test* | Computation Test
N e Took Took
Eligible. Remedial . Percent  Eligible. Remedial Percent  Bljgible Renedial . Percent
. fall for First of for First of for . First of

Tern Remedial Tem  Eligible - Remedial Tem  Eligible Remedﬁag\ Term. Eligible

,, Co]]ege-wide “

\
A\

e | 2,08 LM3 46 2,0 106 46 2,08 106 %I
8 | 309 155 518 270 140 5L 205 9 3

198 3017 1,597 52.9 2,687 1,709 £3.6 2,607 1,605 5.2

|
| North Campus

R I A E A R

198 1,336 62, - 5.8 1,191 - 48 38.5 1,249 [ WL

1982 1,23 - 776 62.7 1,0 . 600 R 1,063+ 539 58.7

ZL

South Campus

1980 1,165 w0 1,18 /L R . N - A | B

. peelL ¥ 834

Data Source: B Valid1ty Studies Files (CM).
Prepared by: Office of Institutional Research

rggg
BESS g 130 & . 5l Ll T 589 109 469 8
pE20 g lmC o®m a4 LW mse w7 @ 7% 6l
® 4 2 =
Fool | N Hord Center Canpus
025 . X T S B W 6.9 wooo1m 09
Q&;%% 1981 W 1% 0.6 % 166 . 629 % 1% 8]
ggg 8w 300016 7N 18 6] W% %S
3 - " : :
2"?2 e Nedical Center Campus |
© ac : — - - - : -
=20 1980 102 58 56.8 9 59 6.5 13 5 49.6
§ RS gl 108 0 648 108 B 8] 104 5 - 50.0
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