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ABSTRACT

The enrollment of collage freshmen in remedial
courses was studied by the National Center for Education Statistics
through its Fast Response Survey System. Also assessed were types of
remedial support services, type of credit and requirement status,
program evaluation and retention, and remedial course offerings. In
1983-1984, 25 percent of all college freshmen took one Oor more
courses in remedial mathematics, 21 percent took remedial writing,
and 16 percent took remedial reading. At least one course in math,
reading, or writing was offered by 82 percent of schools. More
offered remedial courses in writing and math than in reading.
Overall, public, two-year, and open admission colleges were more
likely to offer remedial courses than other colleges. Twenty-seven
percent of freshmen enrolled in remedial courses at public colleges,
compared to 15 percent at private colleges., At two-year colleges, 28
percent of freshmen enrolled, compared to 19 percent at four-year
colleges. Ninety percent of institutions offered remedial support
services such as diagnosis, learning assistance labs, tutoring, and
counseling. About 70 percent of schools did not award credit for any
remedial courses. Most schools offering remedial programs required
students not meeting institutional standards to take remedial
courses. (SW)
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Many College Freshmen
Take Remedial Courses

Many college freshmen are taking remedial courses as part of their standard
workload, according to a recent survey by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) through its Fast Response Survey System.l In 1983-84, 25
percent of all college freshmen took one or more courses in remedial mathe-
matics. Almost as many (21 percent) took remedial writing, while 16 percent
took remedial reading.?

Course Offerings

The need for remedial education is reflected in the number of colleges and
universities offering such help. 1In 1983-84, 82 percent of all institutions
offered at least one course in math, reading, or writing. More offered
remedial courses in writing (73 percent) and math (71 percent) than in
reading (66 percent) (table 1). Overall, public, 2-year, and open admission
colleges3 were more likely to offer remedial courses than other colleges.
For example, 87 percent of public institutions offered remedial reading, as
compared to 44 percent of private institutions. 1n general, estimates for
public, 2-year, and open admission categories tend to be similar because
over half of all institutions simultaneously fit these three categories.

In 1983-84, colleges typically offered only one or two separate remedial
courses in a given subject. On the average, about two courses were offered
in remedial writing, reading, and math. Only about 10 percent of colleges
offered four or more courses in a remedial subject. Public, 2-year, and
open admission schools on the average offered about one more course in each
subject than did private, 4-year, and selective schools.
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Enrollment

According to college officials surveyed, remedial course enrollment increased
considerably between 1978 and 1984. 1In fact, 63 percent of the estimated
2,300 schools offering remedial courses in 1984 reported enrollment increases
of 10 percent or more since 1978. Some of these increases were large=-30
percent or more in 19 percent of the schocls with remedial courses (not

shown in tables). The increases were greatest for 2-year, public, and open
schools (table 2). Only 4 percent reported a decline of 10 percent or more
and 33 percent reported no significant change.

Current enrollment in remedial courses followed a similar pattern. 1In
remedial math courses, for example (table 2):

. 27 percent of freshmen enrolled in public colleges and 15 percent in
private colleges;

. 28 percent of freshmen enrolled in 2-year colleges and 19 percent in
4{-year colleges;

. 30 percent of freshmen enrolled in open colleges and 13 percent in
selective and traditional admission colleges.

The predominant role of public, 2-year, and open admission colleges in
remedial education is evident. Their role is further underlined in a com-
parison of all freshmen with those enrolled in remedial courses. Public
institutions, for example, enrolled 85 percent of all freshmen and even more
(about 90 percent) of remedial course freshmen. Similarly, 2-year and open
admission colleges enrolled slightly less than two-thirds of all freshmen
but almost three-quarters of the remedial course freshmen.

As noted earlier, 16 to 25 percent of college freshmen took one of the three
basic remedial courses. However, remedial coursework represented only 5
percent of the total freshman courseload (table 3). One explanation for
this is that freshmen taking remedial courses also take nonremedial courses.

Selected Characteristics of Remedial Programs

In addition to courses in basic skill areas, most schools (90 percent)

usually offer remedial support services such as diagnosis, learning assistance
labs, tutoring, and counseling. Overall, 33 percent of schools reported
having a separate department or division devoted to remedial/developmental
studies. Departments were more likely to be present in public (47 percent),
2-year (43 percent), and open admission (46 percent) colleges and univer-
sities {table 4).

Some schools (24 percent) reported having a special pre-~admission summer
program. An average of B8 percent of their students enrolled in such programs
(not shown in tables). Unlike regular remedial courses, pre-admission

summer programs were available more frequently at 4-year, traditional, and
selective schools than at 2-year and open admission schools. About one-
third of traditional and selective schools had such programs.
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While remedial courses are most frequently offered in the basic skill areas
of reading, writing, and math, 58 percent of the schools offered additional
remedial courses in student development.4 Furthermore, 21 percent offered
remedial courses in academic areas other than reading, writing, or math
(table 4). Schools offering these alternatives averaged about three for
each (2.9 for student development and 2.8 of other academic subjects) (not
shown in tables).

Type of Credit and Regquirement Status

An issue of much discussion in planning remedial programs concerns whether
or not college credit should be awarded. Some researchers have found that
remedial courses for credit are more successful because they increase a
student's motivation.® Others have viewed granting credit as a lowering of
college standards.

About 70 percent of schools do not award degree credit for any remedial
courses (table 5). About 53 percent award institutional credit, which
counts in determining enrollment status and is part of a student's record,
but does not count toward degree or certificate completion. Using writing
as an example, 53 percent reported awarding institutional credit, 25 percent
elective degree credit, 6 percent subject degree credit, and 16 percent
awarded no formal credit. Statistics were very similar for reading and
math. Colleges with larger remedial enrollments awarded degree credit less
often than those with smaller enrollments. Public and 2-year institutions
(and to a lesser extent institutions with open admissions) offered such
credit less often than other institutions.

In the majority of schools offering remedial programs, students not meeting
institutional standards were required to take remedial courses. Sixty-four
percent of these schools required remedial writing, 59 percent remedial
math, and 51 percent remedial reading. A larger percent of private and 4-
year schools required remedial courses than public and 2-year schools (table
5).

Program Evaluation and Retention Data

Schools with remedial programs were asked to evaluate the success or effective-
ness of several aspects of their programs on a scale of 1 (low) to 5 (high).
Ratings were obtained in each of four areas: courses, support services,
organization and policy, and outcome for remedial students.

Most respondents rated their programs moderately high, with an overall
average of 3.8 (not shown in tables). Highest ratings were given to teacher
attitude, teacher training, and curriculum content and structure, each with
an average of 4 or higher (table 6). Lowest ratings were given to program
evaluation, degree completion rate, and breadth of course offerings. Thirty
percent of respondents rated program evaluation below-average (1 or 2) and
19 percent rated degree completion below-average (not shown in tables).

BEST COPY AVAILABL;
_3_

4




Respondents were further asked what percentage of their students completed
remedial courses and how many stayed in college to the second year. Results
showed 74 percent successfully completed remedial reading courses, 71 percent
remedial writing, and 68 percent remedial math (table 7). Retention rates
were somewhat lower.® Overall, students taking one or more remedial courses
were retained at only a slightly lower rate than 2ll freshmen (table 7).

In schools keeping records, 64 percent of all freshmen were retained, and

60 percent of students taking one or more remedial courses were retained.
Schools not keeping records estimated a 57 percent retention rate for all
freshmen and 52 percent for remedial students. Overall, 65 percent of all
freshmen and 58 percent of remedial freshmen were retained to the second
year.

Survey Background

This survey was performed under contract with Westat, Inc., using the Fast
Response Survey System (FRSS). FRSS was established by NCES to collect
small quantities of data needed for education planning and policy formation,
quickly and with a minimum burden on respondents.

In August 1984, questionnaires were mailed to a stratified national probability
sample of 511 institutions of higher education, representing a universe of
3,238 colleges and universities, The survey form (see appendix) was completed
by the person designated by the college or university president as most
familiar with the program. The response rate for the survey was 96 percent.
Responses were adjusted for nonresponse and weighted to national totals.

All statements of comparison made in the text are significant at the 90

percent confidence level or better. Standard errors for selected items are
presented in table 8 as a general guide to the precision of the numbers in

the tables. A subsequent report will present further information on the
zesults of the survey.

For More Information

For information about this survey or the Fast Response Survey System, contact
Douglas Wright, National Center for Education Statistics, 1200 19th Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. .20208-1628, telephone (202) 254-7230. TFor single copies of
this bulletin, contact the Statistical Information Office at the same address
or telephone (202) 254-6057.




Notes

lThe term "remedial" is used to refer to any course or program designed for
students lacking the skills necessary to perform college-level work as
required by the institution. Other terms for these courses include "compen-
satory," "basic skills," or "developmental."

2since the survey did not record the overlap between remedial subjects--that
is, the number of students taking courses in one subject who also took
courses in at least one other--the total taking remedial subjects is unknown.
Depending on the extent of multiple enrollment in such subjects, the propor-
tion of freshmen taking courses in one or more of these subjects may range
anywhere from 25 to 62 percent. The upper limit of 62 percent was obtained
by adding the percentages for each of the three subjects as if there were

no overlap, and probably overstates the true percentage significantly,

since students who take courses in one remedial subject are likely to take
courses in another.

3Colleges were classified based on the selectivity of their admission criteria
according to the Chronicle Two-Year College Databook and Chronicle Four-

Year College Databook, 1984, published by Chronicle Guidance Publications
Inc., Moravia, New York. The classifications are defined by the Chronicle
Data Books as follows: open schools accept all high school graduates;
liberal schools accept some students from the lower half of the high school
class; traditional schools accept all students from the top half of the
class; and selective schools prefer students in the top 25 percent.

4 . . . . .
Includes courses in such topics as career planning, decicionmaking, and
some study skills.

5Suanne Roueche, “"Elements of program success: Report of a nationail study."
In J. Roueche (ed.), A New Look at Successful Programs (San Francisco:
Jossey Bass, 1983).

6The retention rate measures the extent to which remedial students are able

to successfully complete coursework and remain within the college or univer-
sity. Colleges were asked the percentages of all freshmen and remedial
freshmen retained in school at the start of their second year, i.e., students
who were both eligible for the second year and who enrolled.

Retention information is difficult to obtain. Sixty-three percent of colleges
reported they kept records on the percent of total freshmen retained to the
second year, but only 35 percent reported they kept separate records on the
percent of remedial students retained. Retention records were more frequently
kept by 4-year than 2-year schools. Because 2-year schools have a large
percent of part-time students, retention information is difficult to collect
and interpret.




70f the total sample, 27 schools were determined to be out of scope because

they did not have freshmen students and 2 were closed. The weighted total
of schools from the sample is thus 2,785, somewhat lower than the universe
file of 3,238. .




Table 1.~-Institutions of higher education offering remediel courses, and average number of courses offered
in remedial reading, writing, and math, by control, type of institution, end edmission criteris:
United States, 1983-84

Institutions
Average number of
Percent offering one courses offered
or more remedisl courses
Institutional Number with
characteristic freshmen Reading,
writing, | Reacding | Writing | Math | Reading | Writing | Msth
or math
All institutions . . . . . . 2,785 82 66 73 71 1.9 1.8 2.0
Control
Public . . + « v v ¢ v v v o o 1,419 94 87 89 88 2.2 2.1 .5
Privete. « . . . . .+ + 4 . . . 1,366 70 a4 56 53 1.3 1.3 1.3
Type of institution
2-YEAT .+ - .+ o . e e e e e 1,295 88 80 78 82 2.2 2.2 2.5
G=YEBT &+ « 4 o o o + o o e 1,490 78 53 69 61 1.5 1.4 1.5
Admission criteria
Open . . . . . . o v v 0. 1,258 91 87 83 85 2.2 2.1 2.5
Liberal. . « ¢ + ¢« ¢« « o v 4 . . 714 72 54 61 64 1.5 1.5 1.5
Traditional. . « « « « « + & & & 354 80 52 75 65 1.4 1.3 1.4
Selective., . . . . . . . . ... 459 68 37 62 48 1.5 1.5 1.6
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Table 2.--Change in enrollment since 1978, and percent of freshmen enrolled in remedial reading, writing, end

math courses, by control, type of institution, and admission criteris:

United Stetes, 1983-84

Enrollment change since 1978

Freshmen enrolled

in remedial courses*

Institutional
characteristic Increased Staved sbout Decreased
Total | 10 percent tge aoou 10 percent | Reading | Writing | Math
or more e same or more
Percentage distribution Percent
All institutions . . . . . . 100 63 33 4 16 21 25
Control
PUDIiC & ¢ v ¢ v o v o o v e e 100 70 26 5 18 22 27
Private. . « « ¢ « « 4 o o e . 100 54 42 4 9 12 15
Type of institution
Y - 100 69 27 5 19 23 28
LT - S 100 58 38 4 12 17 19
Admission criteria ’
Open « ¢ ¢ v o o o v e e e e 100 72 24 4 20 24 30
Liberal. . . « « . « « ¢ ¢« « ¢ & 100 57 39 4 14 17 18
Traditiongl. . . . . . « . « . & 100 54 39 7 9 13 13
Selective. . « . .+ « + ¢ ¢ o . . 100 48 48 4 [3 14 13

* These percentages exclude students enrolled in pra-asdmission Sumner programs.

NOTE.--Details may not add to totsls because of rounding.



Teble 3.--Students enrolled in remedial reading, writing, and meth courses, and percent of freshmen remedisl
course hours, by control, type of institution and admission criteria: United Stetes, 1983-84

Percent of students

Number of Percent of total
Institutional freshmen Remedisl | Remedial | Remedial freshmen remedial
characteristic (in millions) |Freshmen reading writing math course hours*
students | students | students

All institutions . . . 4.8 100 100 100 100 5.3
Control

Public . . . .. . . . .. 4.1 85 92 91 91 5.8

Privete. . . . . . . . .. .7 15 B8 9 9 2.8

Type of institution

2=YBBT .« + 4 4 e e v e . 3.0 63 73 70 71 6.1

GeyeBL . . 4 v 0 v a e . 1.8 37 27 30 29 4,2
Admisgsion criteria

Open . . . . v . o o 0. 3.1 65 77 74 78 6.6

Liberal. . . . . . . . .. .7 16 13 13 12 4.2

Treditional. . . . . . . . .4 9 5 6 5 2.8

Selective. . . . . . . . . .5 10 4 7 6 3.0

* Estimates based on sum of reported total number of hours taken in remedial reading, writing, and math as
a percent of the total number of first-year, full-time-equivalent (FTE) students multiplied by 30 hours
(assumed FTE hours).

NOTE.--Details may not edd to totels becsuse of rounding.
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Table 4.--Institutions of higher education with remedial/development resources, by control, type of institution,

end edmission criteria:

United Stastes, 1983-84

Percent with remedial/developmental resources

Institutional Number with
characteristic freshmen Support Pre-admission Department Other aca- Student devel-2
services | summer programs | or division demic courses |opment courses
ALl institutions . 2,785 90 24 33 21 58
Control
Public . . . . . . . . 1,419 97 27 47 23 68
Private. . . . . . .. 1,366 B2 20 18 17 44
Type of institution
2=Y€8T . . + . . . . . 1,295 94 15 43 28 7
4-y8ar . « . . . . .. 1,490 86 3 24 14 45
Admission criteria
Open . . . . . ... 1,258 99 21 46 26 70
Liberal. . . . . . . . 714" 81 17 25 12 43
Traditionel. 354 93 34 23 16 58
Selective. 459 78 34 19 20 40

ncluavs “emedirl courses in academic subjects other then reading, writing, or math (e.g., high school level

science ir social studies).

zlncludes courses in such topics as career planning, decision-making, and some study skills.
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Table 5.--Percent of institutions with certain credit offerings and requirement status for remedial courses in reading,

w. ing, and math, by control, type of institution, and admission criteria:

United States 1983-84

Institutional characteristic

Course characteristic All Control Type Admission criteria
institutions Public | Private | 2-year | &4-year | Open | Liberal |Traditional| Selective
Type of credit
Reading
No formal credit . . . . 18 13 27 19 16 17 1 14 42
Institutional credit . 54 61 39 57 S0 S8 54 37 45
Degree credit elective . . 25 23 28 23 26 22 29 46 10
Degree credit subject. 4 3 7 1 ] 4 7 4 2
Writing
No formal credit . . 16 13 22 12 20 12 S 22 44
Institutional credit . . 53 62 40 62 45 62 60 33 32
Degree credit elective . 25 21 30 23 26 21 29 36 20
Degree credit subject. 6 4 ] 3 9 5 6 9 4
Math
No formal credit . . . 19 15 27 19 21 16 16 34 27
Institutional credit . . 52 60 38 57 45 57 57 26 43
Degree credit elective . 23 20 28 20 27 21 24 3 25
Degree credit subject. . 6 S 8 4 8 7 3 9 S
Requirement status
Reading
Mandatory. . . . . . . . 51 46 61 45 59 46 71 47 46
Voluntary. . . . . . . . 49 54 39 55 1 54 29 - 53 54
Writing
Mandetory. . . . . . . 64 58 74 54 73 56 79 60 75
Voluntary. . .. .. 36 42 26 46 27 44 21 40 25
Math
Mandatory. . . . . . . 59 54 68 52 67 53 75 63 5
Voluntary. N . . 41 46 32 48 33 47 25 37 49

NOTE.--Percents may not add to

ERIC
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Table 6.--Aversge ratings of remedial program aspects services, by control, type of institution, and admission criteria:
United States, 1983-8¢

Institutionsl characteristic

Program aspect/service* ALl Control Type Admission criteria
institutions Public Private 2~year | 4~yesr | Open Liberal Traditionsl | Selective

Course-related

Teacher motivation/attitude. 4,2 4.1 4,2 4.1 4.2 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.1

Teacher training/experience. 4.0 3.9 4.1 4.0 4.1 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Curriculum content/structure . 4.0 4.0 3.9 4.0 3.9 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8

Breadth of offerings . 3.4 3.6 3.2 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.0
Support services

Training lebs. . . . . . . 3.9 3.9 3.8 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.0 4.1 3.7

Tutoring . . . . . . .. . 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.8 3.7

Counseling . . . . . ... 3.8 3.6 4.1 3.7 3.9 3.7 3.8 4.0 4.0

Support services . 3.8 3.7 3.9 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.8 3.7

Diagnosis. . . . ., . . .. 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.6
Organization énd policy

Placement policy . . . . . . . 3.8 3.7 3.9 3.7 3.9 3.7 3.9 4.0 3.6

Progrem coordination . . . 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.4

Program evaluation . 3.4 3.0 3.3 3.1 3.2 3.0 3.3 3.4 3.0
Outcome for remedial students

Remedisl course completion . 3.9 3.6 4.0 3.6 3.9 3.6 3.7 4.1 4.1

} Oversall program success. . 3.7 3.6 3.8 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.8 3.7 3.7

Increased skill level. . . 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.8 3.7

Improved self-concept. . . 3.6 3.5 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.8

Degree completion rate . 3.2 3. 3.3 3.0 3.3 3.0 34 3.4 3.6

* Respondents rated the effectiveness of their own activities on 8 scale of 1 to 5 (1 = low, 5 = high).
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" Table 7.--Percent of students completing remedisl courses, percent of schools keeping records of retention to the second yesr, snd
. percent of all freshmen and remedial freshmen retsined to the second year, by control, type of institution, and admission

criteria:

United States, 1983-84

Percent of
students completing

Percent of schools keeping
records for retention to

Percent reported retsined to second yeer

Institutional remedial course second year for Total fresnmen Remedial freshmen
characteristic
Freshmen taking|Schools|Schools not Schools|Schools not
Reading{Writing| Math | All freshmen one or more  keeping|keeping records |keeping|keeping records
remedial course|records|(estimates given)|records|(estimates given)
All institutions. 74 71 68 63 35 64 57 60 52
Control
Public., . . . . . . 73 70 67 50 28 62 56 58 51
Private . . . . . . . 85 82 81 75 42 70 74 70 60
Type of institution
2-year. e e e e e 71 68 68 47 26 55 54 55 49
4=Y@BL. + o o o o & o 80 77 69 76 43 71 66 66 60
Admission criteria
Open. . . + . . + . . 71 68 67 44 23 56 54 55 49
Liberal . . . . . . . 78 73 69 75 44 65 60 63 54
Traditional . . . . . 87 83 75 77 44 70 72 64 64
Selective . . . . . 85 83 76 81 47 79 83 76 72
SIS Y ST A IR I TN CO Y AVA“'AB
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Table 8.-~Standard errors of selected items

Item Estimate Standard error

Percent of institutions having:

Remedial writing course, all institutions 73.0 1.7
Remedial math course, private institutions 53.1 2.6
Average number of courses offered in remedial
writing by private institutions 1.3 .04
Percent of public institutions in which remedial
enrollment remained the same 25.7 1.6
Percent of freshmen students enrolled in:
Remedisl reading course, all institutions 16.4 1.2
Remedial writing course, 2-year institutions 23.2 .9
Remedial writing course, 4-year institutions 16.7 2.2
Remedial writing course, traditional sdmission institutions 12.8 4.5
Remedial writing course, selective admission institutions 14.1 2.7
Percent of institutions having:
Remedial pre-admission summer program, traditional
admission institutions 36.4 3.2 |
Remedial department or division, all institutions 32.9 2.3
Remedial courses in academic subjects other than
reading, writing or math, all institutions 20.5 2.3
Percent of institutions swerding:
Institutional credit for remedial writing, all institutions 53.5 2.2
No formal credit for remedial writing, traditional
admission institutions 13.5 5.7
Percent of institutions in which courses ere mandatory for:
Remedial writing, all institutions 64.0 2.9
Remedisl resding, liberal admission institutions 70.5 5.1

Average rating on a scale of 1 to 5:

Remediel curriculum, all institutions 4.0 .04
Overall remedial program success, all institutions 3.7 .03
Remedial course completion, 4-year institutions 3.9 .05
Averasge percent of remedial freshmen retained to second year 57.6 5.9
Average percent of all freshmen retained to second year 65.1 7.0

standard error of a statistic (a measure of the variation due to sampling) can be used
"to examine the precision gbtained in a particular ssmple. If all possible samples were
surveyed under similsr conditions, intervals of 1.645 standard errors below to 1.645
standard errors abcve a particular statistic would include the average result of these
samples in approximstely 90 percent of the cases. For example, for the first item in
the table (percent of institutions having remedisl writing courses), a 90 percent
confidence intervel is from 69.9 to 76.1 (73.0 + 1.645 times 1.7). If this procedure
were followed for every possible sample, about 90 percent of the intervals would

|
|
NOTE.--Statistics used in this report are subject to sampling variability. The estimated ‘
|
|
l
include the asverage from all possible samples.
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Appendix: Survey Form

PAST RESPONSE U.5. DEPARTMENT OP EDUCATION Perm spprovsd
SURVEY SYSTEM NATIONAL CENTER POR EDUCATION STATISTICS OMB No. 1850-0550
WMASHINGTON, D.C. 20202 App. Exp. 10/84

This rsport is eutheorizsd by lsw (20 U.5.C. 1221e-1). while you
are not required to respond, your coeperatign is needed to make
the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, snd timely.

SURVEY OP REMEDIAL/DEVELOPMENTAL STUDIES
IN INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION

ef this Study: Program, course, or cther ectivity (ususlly

8 of reesding, writing, 6r mat or students ng thoss skills necessary to performs college lsvel work
at the level required by your institutien. Throughout this questionnaire th ectivities ere rsferred to
“remedial/developmentel; " however, your inetitution may use other names such compensstory,” "basic ekil
some other term. Ple answer the survey for eny sctivit meeting the definition above, regsrdless of name:
however, do not inclu Engliah as econd lenguege when teught primarily to foreign students.

Ples enswer for your reguler undergreduste programs. If oxect dets sre not eveilable, give your best astimats.

1. Check which of the following remedisl/developmentsl sctivitiss/structures ere present st your institution.

A. Specisl pre-sdmission/enrolliment summer i | €. Support sctivities (s.g., counseling, tutoring) | |
prograr i{e.q., Upwerd Bound, atc.)
B. Acedemic yeer snd/or summer courseis) 1 { D. Remedis] department or division | |

1f your inetitution has no courees, support ectivities, or summer programs. ekip to Question 7; if you hsve
support ectivitiee only, ekip to Question 5.

2. BEnter informatisn requested in Perts A-G for remedisl/developmentsl courses in ssch subject eres listed for
academic year 1983-4, including summer courses. Por thess subjects in which you havs no remedisl courses,
entar "0" in Part A and answer enly Psrt B,

Repediel course information Reeding Writing Math

A. Numsber o eparete cours {Do not ¢aunt courses repestad in more than
one semester Or multiple section: ~f the same course more than once).

3. MNost frequent type of credit (enter one):
l=No formal credit
2=Inetitutional credit, does not meet subject or grsduetion
requirements
3=Degree credit, sctive only
4sDegree credit, meata subject requirements.

C. Most frequent type of requirsment stetus (enter ons):
1=Mandetory; 2=Voluntery

D. Approximate totsl remedisl/develepmentel undergrsduste course hours
in subject in 1983-4 (s.g., 30 students take @ 3 hour coures end 20
take @ 2 hour course = 130 hours remedisl math).

4 percent of entering freshmen needing ens or mors remediel

P. Betimated percent of antering freshmen who sarolled in one er more
remedial courses (Give unduplicsted count of students within
aach subject).

G. Aversge percent of students paseing or successfully completing the
iel courseis).

3. About what percent of entering freshmen participate in s epecisl pre-admission/snrellment summer Program
{e.9., Upwerd Boud, etc.)? S,

4. Overell, has remedisl course enrellment since 1978: 1Incresesed |__|: Decreassd |__|: Steyed abeut the eame [__|?
1f enrollment has incressed or decressed. indicete spproximate percent of change: 10 to 30 percent |__|[:
31 to S0 percent |__|: 31 percent or mere [__|.

S. On e ecele of 1-5 {l=low, S=ligh), rete the success or effectiveness of sech,of the follewing sepecte/services
of yeur remedisl/developmental program. If you do not have @ given service. snter "X" for "Not Provided®.

A. _Remsdisl Course Related Rating C. Remedig) Orgenisation/Policy
1. Breadth ef offeringe ......... 1. Plecement policCy eppropriste to student
2. Curriculum centeant/etructurs . needs......... .
3. Tescher/treining experience .. 2. Coordinetien ef resediel pregrass .....

4. Teacher motivetion/ettitude ..

3. Remedisl Support Services
l. Diegnosis ......oes00s0s00s000
2., Counseling .......o00000000000
3. Tutoring ..

4. Lesrning sseistence lshe (8.9..,
resding or writing labe) ..... 4. Desres/certificete cempletion rete ....

5. Oversll support searvices ..... S, Overell Program QUCCEBE .....o000000000s

3. Progrem evelustion/follow-up ..........
D. Outcome for Rewedia] Btydents  RMatjng
1. 8kill level increese .........c0oss00ss
2. Belf concept impravement ..............
3. Remedisl course completien rete .

1

[

T

6. 1In sddition to those courses liested in Question 2, does yousr institution offer remediel/develepmentel courses

A.  Acedemic subjects other than beeic skille (e.9.. science, pusiness)? Yes |___[: Wo |___|. If yes, number
of thees couress offered in 1983-4

B. Student development (e.G., human potentisl. cereer plenning)? vYes |___|: w0 |___|. 1f yes, numbser of
thess courees cffered in 1983-¢ .

7. Indicste whather records have been kept by your institution over the lest 2 to 3} yeers for the items listed.
1f _yes, enter informatien: if ne, pissss give your hest setimates.
A. Averege percent of entering freshmen reteined by etsrt ef gecond yeer: Records kept: Yes [__ | No |__|[:
Parcent ratsined L 3
B. Averege percent of entering freshmen who hsve teken ons or more remedisl courses retsined by stsrt ef sescond

year: Records kept: Yes |___| Mo |__|; Percent reteined 8. Enter "N® if you have no remedisl
courses. )

Pereon completing this form: Xame Title

Institution State Phone| )
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