What Do We Know About Our
Students’ Performance Gaps?
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To “start right” with this project, we
settled on two principles to guide us

through the process of identifying the gaps
we need to close:

1. To continue our practice of using data
to iInform our approach to the work

before us, and...

2. To keep in mind the way that students
experience our institution.



We know FTIC students experience
the college through one of two paths:

courses




Percent of College-Ready and Non College-Ready
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students

(Light =1 prep area; Moderate = 2 prep areas; Heavy = all 3 prep areas)

Fall 2004Cohort 26 28 22 24
Caucasian 31 55 18 16
Hispanic 19 26 25 30

Asian Pac Isldr 32 21 26 21
African/Amer | 12 ‘ 24 | 25 | 8
Fall 1997Cohort 22 A 23 28
Caucasian 26 32 21 21
Hispanic | 16 24 24 36

Asian Pac/lsldr 23 25 33 19
African/Amer | 9 18 24 49
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FTIC Student Progression - Fall 1997 vs Fall 2000

Completed Completed 15

Non College Remediation College Level Completed Completed
Ready in 2 Yrs Hoursin3Yrs Degreein4Yrs Degreein5Yrs
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College Ready Remediation  College Level Completed Completed
(No Remediation) in2Yrs Hoursin3Yrs Degreein4Yrs Degreein5 Yrs
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Progress for non college-~ready students
is slower and shows distinct gaps
between remediation levels




Progression Rates for Non College-Ready Studentdy
Level of Required Remediation - Fall 2000 FTIC Cohort
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There are also gaps between the

progression rates of ethnic groups...

Aslans progress above the cohort rate
Caucasians progress above the rate

Hispanics progress near the cohort rate

African/Americans are below the rate
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Progression Rates for Non College-Ready
FTIC Students by Ethnicity
2000 FTIC Cohort
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What percent of FTIC students
return one term later, one
year later?




Fall to Spring Retention Rate by Remediation Category
Fall 1997 and Fall 2003 FTIC Cohorts

100%

85% 84%
2 5% 780 81% 78y, 81% oy T6%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%
College Ready Light Moderate Heavy

% Fall '97 % Fall '03
Ret Spring '98 Ret Spring '04




Fall to Fall Retention Rates by Remediation Category
Fall 1997 and Fall 2003 FTIC Cohorts
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Where do students struggle?

Course success rates help to
inform us...




Courses with 10 Lowest Success Rates

All Students - Fall 2004
(Success = Grade of A, B, or C)

Crs Nbr ( Enrollment) Success Rate
Prep Math Intens | MAT0020 (203) 39.4%
Beginning Algebra | MAT0024 (2,641) 42.3%
Pre-Algebra | MATO0012 (1,855) 43.1%
Pre-Calc Algebra | MAC1140 (437) 52.4%
Intro to Programming [ COP1006 (223) 54.7%
Calc (Bus & Soc Sci) | MAC2233 (428) 55.8%
Interm Algebra | MAT1033 (2,373) 56.0%
Principles of Accntg | ACG2021 (970) 56.4%
Principles of Econ | EC02023 (863) 56.8%
College Trig | MAC1114 (510) 57.8%
0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0%

(Includes only courses with minimum enrollment
of 200 students in all sections combined.)




Courses with 10 Highest Enrollments
(Includes 7 Gateway* Courses)

All Students - Fall 2004

Freshman Comp 1
US Govt

College Algebra
Fund of Speech
Beginning Algebra
Gen Psychlogy
Intro to Humanities
Interm Algebra
Freshman Comp 2

Student Success

(3 Lowest Success Rates are Math courses with 7,957 course enroliments)

Crs Nbr (Success Rate) Enrollment
* ENC1101 (70.4%) 3,622
*P0S2041 (69.7%) 3,303
*MAC1105 (60.3%) 2,943
*SPC1600 (71.2%) 2,846
MAT0024 (42.3%) 2,641
PSY1012 (77.7%) 2,521
*HUM1020 (70.2%) |2,403

*MAT1033 (56.0%) (2,373
*ENC1102 (67.8%) |2,303
SLS1122 (71.7%) |2,176
0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000

5,000



1. Increase % of students completing math
and increased competency in math

2. Increase % of students completing the
college prep sequence

3. Increase % of students reaching
benchmarks or progression points post-
prep and prior to graduation

4. Increase graduation rates




The early work helped to point to some
obvious student performance and
progression gaps but.....

We needed to look deeper...




Math Course Success Rates by 1st and 2nd Attempt
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students

Fall 2000 - Fall 2004 Enrollments
(Success = A, B, or C)
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Prep Math Course Success Rates on 1st Attempt by Ethnicity
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)

(Success = A, B.or C)
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Prep Math Course Success Rates on 2nd Attempt by Ethnicity
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)

(Success = A, B.or C)
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English Course Success Rates by 1st and 2nd Attempt
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students
Fall 2000 - Fall 2004 Enrollments
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Prep English Course Success Rates on 1st Attempt by Ethnicity

FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)
(Success = A, B. or C)
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Prep English Course Success Rates on 2nd Attempt by Ethnicity

FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)
(Success = A, B.or C)
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Reading Course Success Rates by 1st and 2nd Attempt
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students
Fall 2000 - Fall 2004 Enrollments

(Success = A, B,or C)
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Prep Reading Course Success Rates on 1st Attempt by Ethnicity
FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)
(Success = A, B. or C)
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Prep Reading Course Success Rates on 2nd Attempt by Ethnicity

FTIC Degree-Seeking Students (Fall 2000 - Fall 2004)
(Success = A, B.or C)
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Completion of Math Requirements
AA vs. AS FTIC Students (Fall 2000 Cohort)

Complete Complete 9 Complete 3 Complete 9
Prep Math Hrs M I;I}/r; B Hrs (AA) or
in2Yrs in3Yrs ath/Sciin | 3 Hrs (AS) In

3Yrs 4Yrs

AA Non
College- Ready

AA
College-Ready

AS Non
College-Ready

AS
College-Ready




Measure #1 — Completion of math

and increased competency in math:

Types of data to date:
1. AA/AS completion of math requirements

2. 1%t & 2" attempt by math prep course,
ethnicity, and Gateway course




Measure #2 — Increase % of students

completing college prep sequence:

Types of data to date:

1. 1% & 274 attempt by prep course,
Gateway course, and ethnicity
(English, math, reading)

2. Cohort progression over time
3. AA/AS prep completion




Measure #3 — Increase % of students

reaching benchmarks or progression
points post~prep and prior to graduation

Types of data to date:

1. Cohort progression over fime
2. Gateway course success rates
3. Others, as interventions are set




Measure #4 — Increase graduation rates

Types of data {o date:

1. Cohort progression over time

2. Retention, Fall to Spring and Fall to Fall
3. Others, as interventions are sct




Web Site (Valencia Web Page):
(http:.//valenciacc.edu/ir/

Email:
rglover@valenciacc.edu

Phone:

407-582-1612 and 407-582-1376



http://valenciacc.edu/ir/
mailto:rglover@valenciacc.edu
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