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Overview 

 Regent Policy 4-8 
 

 The National Context 
 

 The Annual Report 
 

 Challenges with the 
Annual Report 
 

 The Opportunity 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fall 2012 New Freshmen:

	All New Freshmen	Placed Into At least One Remediation
19 and Under	95.2%		90.9%
20 to 24	3.0%		5.6%
25 to 34	1.2%		2.5%
35 and Over	0.6%		1.0%



RPD 4-8, REMEDIAL EDUCATION POLICY 
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 Last updated in November 1991 
 

 Four major studies of remedial education 
within the UW System 
 
 1976 – 1979, Basic Skills Taskforce 
 1980 – 1982, College Skills Council 
 1988, Taskforce on Remedial Education, 

establishes Regent Policy 
 1993 – 1994, UWS Remedial Education 

Placement Working Group in Mathematics and 
UWS Remedial Education Placement Working 
Group in English 

 2001 UWS Audit of Remedial Education 
 

 
 

 Remedial courses in English and 
mathematics shall not generate credit toward 
a degree 
 

 Appropriate credit load for all students 
enrolled in remedial courses will be 
determined by the institution 
 

 All remedial courses shall be offered on a fee 
recovery basis 
 

 There is to be a statement of minimal college-
level skills and competencies in mathematics 
and English that is widely circulated and 
periodically updated (created in 1994) 
 

 System established ACT score for math and 
English sub-scores  that may exempt 
students from further testing 
 

 UW System Institutions will cooperate with 
DPI in developing a plan for assessing 
English and mathematics skills of high school 
students throughout the state. 



National Context 
Complete College America 
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Mission 
 Work with states to 

significantly increase the 
number of Americans 
with quality career 
certificates or college 
degrees and to close 
attainment gaps for 
traditionally under-
represented populations. 

 
 

Reports on Remedial 
Education 
 Transforming Remedial 

Education:  Essential Steps 
for States (Sept. 2011) 

 Core Principles for 
Transforming Remedial 
Education (Dec. 2012) 

 Remedial Education:  
Higher Education’s Bridge 
to Nowhere ( Spring 2012) 
 



National Context 
Complete College America Reports 
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Conclusions based on their 
research and national 
literature: 
 Too many students are 

placed into the broken 
system of remediation 

 Too few students complete 
remediation 

 Too few students complete 
credit-bearing gateway 
courses 

 Too few students graduate 

Best Practices: 
 Divert students from 

traditional remedial 
programs into more 
customized tiered 
approaches 

 Align requirements for 
entry-level college courses 
with requirements for high 
school graduation 

 Administering early 
college-ready anchor 
assessments in high school 

Are their findings and conclusions  
applicable to our institutions and programs? 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Their conclusions are heavily dependent on studies of community college students, not students at 4-year institutions or 2-year liberal arts institutions.  

One must ask the question, Are their findings and conclusions applicable to our institutions and their programs?



Three Big Questions 

 Are students appropriately placed in remediation? 
 

 Does remediation work?  That is, do students who 
complete their required remediation go on to complete 
gateway courses and their degrees? 
 

 Is our system of remedial education worth the 
investment? 
 

Note: The current Remedial Education Report does not 
allow these questions to be addressed. 
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Remediation by Age Group 
Fall 2012 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fall 2012 New Freshmen:

	All New Freshmen	Placed Into At least One Remediation
19 and Under	95.2%		90.9%
20 to 24	3.0%		5.6%
25 to 34	1.2%		2.5%
35 and Over	0.6%		1.0%



New Freshmen Placed into Remediation 

Math                                              English 
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New Freshmen Placed into Math Remediation 
1990-2012 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The percentage of new freshmen requiring Math remediation was lowest in fall 2000 (10.2%) and highest in 2008 (21.6%).
From fall 2008 to fall 2012, the proportion of students requiring Math remediation has been declining slightly.

1990	20.6%
1991	16.8%
1992	17.5%
1993	14.4%
1994	14.2%
1995	12.7%
1996	12.0%
1997	12.3%
1998	11.9%
1999	12.5%
2000	10.2%
2001	11.7%
2002	12.2%
2003	14.2%
2004	14.9%
2005	17.0%
2006	18.3%
2007	21.3%
2008	21.6%
2009	21.5%
2010	21.3%
2011	21.0%
2012	20.7%




New Freshmen Placed into English Remediation 
1990-2012 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
From fall 1990 to fall 2012, the percentage of new freshmen requiring English remediation was highest in fall 1990 (10.1%) and lowest in 2006 (6.4%).
Fall 2012 had the second highest percentage of new freshmen requiring English remediation (9.9%). 

1990	10.1%
1991	9.3%
1992	7.7%
1993	8.4%
1994	6.9%
1995	6.8%
1996	7.0%
1997	7.0%
1998	6.7%
1999	6.6%
2000	7.1%
2001	7.4%
2002	8.4%
2003	8.3%
2004	8.1%
2005	7.8%
2006	6.4%
2007	6.7%
2008	8.3%
2009	8.6%
2010	7.9%
2011	7.9%
2012	9.9%




New Freshmen Placed into Both  
Math and English Remediation, 1990-2012 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
From fall 1990 to fall 2012, the percentage of new freshmen requiring both Math and English remediation was lowest in fall 1999 (3.1%) and highest in 2012 (6.1%).

1990	5.3%
1991	4.5%
1992	4.0%
1993	3.8%
1994	3.5%
1995	3.2%
1996	3.2%
1997	3.4%
1998	3.2%
1999	3.1%
2000	3.2%
2001	3.6%
2002	3.8%
2003	4.6%
2004	4.5%
2005	4.3%
2006	3.8%
2007	4.5%
2008	5.2%
2009	5.6%
2010	5.1%
2011	5.1%
2012	6.1%





Math Remediation Completed in the First Year 
1990-2011 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
For new freshmen requiring math remediation, fall 2009 cohort had the highest first-year math remediation completion rate (65.0%), followed by the 1993 cohort (64.4%).

1990	44.1%
1991	48.4%
1992	62.3%
1993	64.4%
1994	61.0%
1995	54.9%
1996	57.3%
1997	47.5%
1998	54.4%
1999	55.4%
2000	53.0%
2001	53.3%
2002	53.8%
2003	56.8%
2004	57.3%
2005	59.0%
2006	57.7%
2007	59.2%
2008	60.8%
2009	65.0%
2010	63.7%
2011	63.4%




English Remediation Completed in the First Year 
1990-2011 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
For new freshmen requiring English remediation, fall 1993 cohort had the highest first-year English remediation completion rate (76.9%), followed by the 2000 cohort (76.1%).

1990	57.2%
1991	70.1%
1992	74.4%
1993	76.9%
1994	72.2%
1995	74.8%
1996	73.2%
1997	65.7%
1998	72.8%
1999	71.3%
2000	76.1%
2001	70.7%
2002	68.5%
2003	68.0%
2004	71.4%
2005	73.6%
2006	74.2%
2007	75.4%
2008	74.0%
2009	74.6%
2010	73.2%
2011	73.6%





Second Year Retention of Fall 2009 New Freshmen  
by English Remediation Requirement & Completion 

 

Total New Freshmen  
30,338 

 

Required to Take Remediation 
2,624 (8.6%) 

No Remedial Requirement 
27,714 (91.4%) 

Retained to Following Fall 
21,558 – 77.8%  
(Not Required)  

Completed Requirement 
 in the First Year 

1,958 (74.6%) 

Retained to Following Fall 
1,423 – 72.7% 

 (Required & Completed)  

Did Not Complete Requirement 
in the First Year 

666 (25.4%) 

Retained to Following Fall 
266 – 39.9% 

(Required and Did Not Complete) 
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This shows that students who  complete their 
remediation don’t perform as well as those 
students who aren’t placed into remediation. 
 
This is a mathematical lie.   
 
Aggregating data for the entire System distorts 
the results. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Full-time and part-time new freshmen were included. 
New freshmen at UW Colleges were included. 
Retention rates are retention rates at institution where started.



New Freshmen at UW Four-Year Institutions  
from Fall 2004, Fall 2005, & Fall 2006 Combined 
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Total New 
Freshmen 

No 
Rem 

Only Math 
Rem 

Only English 
Rem 

Both Math & 
English Rem 

Total 
Rem 

Cohort Size 74,845 61,443 8,118 2,339 2,945 13,402 
% of Cohort 100.0% 82.1% 10.8% 3.1% 3.9% 17.9% 
1st Yr GPA 2.8 2.9 2.4 2.3 2.1 2.3 
High School Rank 71.2 74.5 57.3 57.4 53.4 56.4 
ACT Composite 23.5 24.5 20.4 18.9 16.7 19.3 
ACT Math 23.4 24.5 18.4 20.4 16.5 18.4 
ACT English 22.9 23.9 20.3 16.3 15.1 18.5 

2nd Yr Ret at Inst 
Where Started 

Completers     79.6% 74.1% 78.1% 78.1% 
Non-Completers     49.0% 47.2% 45.5% 47.7% 
Total 79.1% 81.7% 69.1% 68.9% 60.7% 67.2% 

4-Yr Grad at Any 
UW Institution 

Completers     17.5% 13.6% 8.5% 15.2% 
Non-Completers     6.4% 7.9% 2.4% 5.2% 
Total 29.1% 32.9% 13.7% 12.5% 5.2% 11.6% 

6-Yr Grad at Any 
UW Institution 

Completers     58.5% 51.7% 41.2% 54.2% 
Non-Completers     26.2% 26.7% 14.6% 22.4% 
Total 65.1% 70.0% 47.4% 46.9% 27.0% 42.8% 

% Completers 65.6% 80.6% 46.6% 64.1% 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Only full-time new freshmen were included.
New freshmen at UW Colleges were excluded.
Graduation rates are graduation rates at any UW institution. 




New Freshmen at a UW Four-Year Institution  
from Fall 2004, Fall 2005, & Fall 2006 Combined 

16 

    
Total New 
Freshmen 

No 
Rem 

Only Math 
Rem 

Only English 
Rem 

Both Math & 
English Rem 

Total 
Rem 

Cohort Size 3,887 2,473 1,227 56 131 1,414 
% of Cohort 100.0% 63.6% 31.6% 1.4% 3.4% 36.4% 
1st Yr GPA 2.5 2.7 2.3 2.0 1.9 2.3 
High School Rank 64.3 69.3 56.2 59.6 52.5 56.0 
ACT Composite 22.3 23.7 20.4 18.4 16.8 20.0 
ACT Math 22.9 24.9 19.9 20.4 17.0 19.6 
ACT English 20.8 22.1 19.4 15.5 14.6 18.8 

2nd Yr Ret at Inst 
Where Started 

Completers     84.8% 78.9% 90.0% 84.9% 
Non-Completers     56.2% 50.0% 43.2% 54.4% 
Total 74.4% 76.5% 71.9% 69.6% 61.1% 70.8% 

4-Yr Grad at Any 
UW Institution 

Completers     23.8% 15.8% 12.0% 22.6% 
Non-Completers     9.4% * * 8.7% 
Total 18.8% 20.2% 17.3% 12.5% 7.6% 16.2% 

6-Yr Grad at Any 
UW Institution 

Completers     65.0% 57.9% 70.0% 65.0% 
Non-Completers     32.6% * 24.7% 31.5% 
Total 58.6% 63.7% 50.4% 48.2% 42.0% 49.5% 

  % Completers 54.8% 67.9% 38.2% 53.7% 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Office of Policy Analysis and Research 5/30/2013 

1st year GPA is the average cumulative GPA in the freshman year. 
High school rank and ACT scores exclude students who did not provide high school ranks or  ACT scores. 
Completers are students completing remedial requirements in the first year. 
Graduation is graduation with bachelor's degree. 
* To protect student privacy, rates are not shown when there are 5 or fewer retained students or graduates. 



Placement in English Remediation 

 EPT 
UW’s English Placement Test 

 ACT-E 
English section of the ACT 

 SAT-E 
English section of the SAT 
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English Test(s)  English Cutoff scores 

EPT and ACT-E 

EPT ≤ 374 & 
ACT-E ≤ 17 

EPT and  
ACT-E 

EPT ≤ 355 & 
ACT-E ≤ 19 

ACT-E and EPT 

EPT ≤ 360  & 
ACT-E ≤ 16  

EPT EPT < 355 

EPT EPT ≤ 314 

ACT-E ACT-E ≤ 18 

ACT-E or  
SAT-E  

ACT-E ≤ 16 or  
SAT-E ≤ 420 

EPT & Writing 
sample N/A 

 



Placement in Math Remediation 

 MPT 
UW’s Math Placement Test,  
it consists of three parts;  
MBSC, ALG, & TRG 

 ACT-M 
Math section of the ACT 

 SAT-M 
Math section of the SAT 
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Math Test(s) Used Math Cutoff scores 

ACT-M ACT-M ≤ 19 

MPT ALG < 460 

MPT ALG ≤ 395 

MPT and ACT-M 

MBSC ≤ 395 and  
ACT-M ≤ 20 

MPT 

MBSC ≤ 445 or  
ALG ≤ 415 or TRG ≤ 850  

MPT 

MBSC < 346 or 
(MBSC < 446 & ALG < 346 & 

TRG < 850)  

MPT 

Formula  using  
MBSC, ALG, & TRG 

ACT-M and MPT 

ACT-M ≤ 16, formula using 
MBSC, ALG, & TRG 

 



Our Opportunity 

 Tremendous data related to academic preparation 
 HS GPA 
 ACT composite, math, English scores 
 UW English Placement Test Score 
 UW Math Placement Test Score 

 Multiple Remediation Approaches and Programs 
 Achievement Data 
 Pass rates of first college-bearing courses 
 Retention rates 
 Graduation rates 

 The Common Core 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fall 2012 New Freshmen:

	All New Freshmen	Placed Into At least One Remediation
19 and Under	95.2%		90.9%
20 to 24	3.0%		5.6%
25 to 34	1.2%		2.5%
35 and Over	0.6%		1.0%



What Needs to be Done? 

 Review current Regent, System, and Institutional policies 
relating to remedial education 

 Review the national literature on remedial education to 
identify national best practices that might be implemented 
at UW institutions 

 Develop a set of recommendations to include 
 Revisions to Regent policy 
 Revisions to UW System guidelines 
 Best practices in measuring a student's readiness for college-level 

work 
 Best practices in serving students who are below the necessary level 

of academic preparation in English and/or Mathematics to be 
successful in their first college-level courses in these subjects 

 Revisions to the Remedial Education Report to the Regents 
 The Common Core 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fall 2012 New Freshmen:

	All New Freshmen	Placed Into At least One Remediation
19 and Under	95.2%		90.9%
20 to 24	3.0%		5.6%
25 to 34	1.2%		2.5%
35 and Over	0.6%		1.0%
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Questions? 
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