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English and Math

6 yr Graduation Rates
B 1styr - Did not pass English or Math .

37%

1styr - Passed English

B 1styr- Passed Math

ol 1styr - Passed both English and Math
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English and Math

6 yr Graduation Rates
B 1styr - Did not pass English or Math I

1st yr - Passed English 23%

B 1styr- Passed Math

40%
Complete
Neither

o 1styr - Passed both English and Math
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System-wide Math Completion for
students beginning in Developmental
Mathematics
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System-wide Math Completion for
students beginning in Developmental

Mathematics
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Completion of Gateway Math by ACT Sub-score

Community College Pre-requisite Model vs. Co-requisite Model
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Completion of Gateway Writing by ACT Sub-score

Community College Pre-requisite Model vs. Co-requisite Model
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Completion of Gateway Math by ACT Sub-score

University “MATH1000” Model vs. Co-requisite Model
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System Comparison of Success in Gateway Math Classes
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System Comparison of Success in Gateway Math Classes
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System Comparison of Success in Gateway English Classes
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System Comparison of Success in Gateway Mathematics Classes
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System Comparison of Success in Gateway Mathematics Classes
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Community College students who passed a
Math class in their 15t Year

Fall to Fall Retention

Earned Credit Hours
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Fall to Fall Retention
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Average Community College Instructional Cost
per Successful Student in Mathematics
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Is Corequisite Remediation Cost-Effective? Early Findings From Tennessee Belfield, Davis & Lahr,
Community College Research Center, Columbia University
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Deeper Course Learning Impact

Campus-wide Course Impact
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MATH1111
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Student Enrollment Impact

Size of "bubble" depicts the overall impact of increased learning
in each class on overall student success metrics.
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes

100%

“What | learn in my math classes will be
useful in my future.”
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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40%

System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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30%

System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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System-wide success rates in Freshman Mathematics Classes
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The effect of course enrollments in the first year
on graduation rates

6 yr Graduation Rates

B 1styr - Did not attempt 9hrs in focus area
Bl 1styr - Attempted 9hrs in focus area

R yr - Earned 9hrs in focus area
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State University 6year Graduation Rates based on hours enrolled in First Semester
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State University 6year Graduation Rates based on hours enrolled in First Semester
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Since 2013...
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