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First-time Freshmen: Enrollment
Fall 2015* Fall 2014 Delta

FTF Enrollment

TBR CCs 21,679 17,379 24.7%

TCATs 10,432 8,691 20.0%

TBR Universities 10,977 11,983 -8.4%

UT 7,611 7,977 -4.6%

TOTAL 50,699 46,030 10.1%

Slide modified from Tennessee Higher Education Commission Presentation, Nov. 2015

*(includes 16,291 TN Promise enrollees)



First-time Freshmen: ACT Scores

Fall 2015 Fall 2014 Delta

FTF average ACT score

TBR CCs 18.9 18.8 0.1

TBR Universities 22.1 21.9 0.2

UT 25.5 24.7 0.8

Slide taken from Tennessee Higher Education Commission Presentation, Nov. 2015



NSCC Particular Demographics:

•Urban, cosmopolitan at two campuses; urban at 
one campus; three rural campuses

•Continuum of diversity and ethnicity

•Historic split between traditional and non-
traditional students ~ 50:50



Incoming Students with 3 Deficiencies and 
ESL Requirements:

Term
Required All 3 Areas of 

Learning Support ESOL Students

201180 961 168

201210 1149 248

201250 382 118

201280 1294 272

201310 1367 243

201350 419 84

201380 1414 186

201410 856 124

201450 234 31

201480 1081 84



Model to Address Success for Our Students:

•ESL population often has fewer issues with math than with literacy

•Wanted ability to remediate all three deficiencies at once

•MATH 1530 pilot data suggested a one-credit math lab sufficient for “just-
in-time” remediation

•Co-requisite math options = 4 credits total

•English and reading co-requisites = 6 credits total per pair

•Option to take ENGL 0815 and READ 0815 as co-requisites of ENGL 1010 = 
9 credits total

•Allows potential remediation of all three deficiencies with 13 credit hours 
and 14 contact hours in one semester



Math Co-requisite Model:
•Options – Math for liberal arts; probability and statistics; finite math; 

intermediate algebra for STEM students

•Each college-level class has a co-requisite 1-credit, 2-hour lab that 
focuses on “just-in-time” remediation of elementary algebra 
techniques necessary for college-level work

•Required extensive training for lab faculty in summer 2015

•Addresses all 5 LSM competencies with the exception of statistics

•Remediation assignments available to, but not required of, college-
prepared students

•Passing lab tied to earning a D grade or higher in the college-level 
course







English Co-requisite Model:

•ENGL 0815 (3-hour course) + ENGL 1010 = 6 hours for co-req pair

•ENGL 0815
•Evergreen: A Guide to Writing with Reading

•In “parallel play” with ENGL 1010: students called upon to make connections

•Weekly composition of paragraphs

•Pass-fail

•750/1000 points = pass

•Students with 750 points can focus at the end of the term on  
ENGL 1010

•Development of ENGL 0815 for ESL students for fall 2016



Reading Co-requisite Model:

•READ 0815 (3-hour course) +
•ART 1030; ARTH 2010, 2020; MUS 1030; THEA 1030

•READ 0815 + ENGL 1010 + ENGL 0815

•READ 0815 + ENGL 1010 + ENGL 0815 +
•HIST 2010, 2020, 2030; PSYC 1030, 2110, 2130; SOCI 1010



Reading Co-requisite Model:

Distinctive features

•Inclusion of multiple general education disciplines

•Pairing with ENGL 1010

•Standard letter grading

•Norming among sections at all six campuses

•Use of college course materials in exercises throughout the term



Continuing Issues:

•Banner – can limit enrollment, but students can 
drop one portion of the co-requisite 

•Staffing
•Significant increase in college-level sections of co-requisites

•Significantly more sections of LS course in fall than in spring

•Faculty training and course standardization

•Students with disabilities in the co-requisite system



Where We Were in Math Before Co-reqs:

Year LSM success rate 1st college-level 
math success rate

Theoretical 
likelihood of 
success of LS 
student in CL math 
after two 
semesters

2013 58.10% 51.23% 58.10 * 51.23 = 
29.76%

2014 54.79% 58.98% 54.79 * 58.98 = 
32.32%

data from NCCBP reports

LSM success rate based on passing MATH 0810.
Passing MATH 0810 didn’t necessarily mean completing all 5 modules.



Grade Distributions in College-level Classes:
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Overall Pass Rates of College-level Classes:

Course: Pass rate of college 
prepared students

Pass rate of co-
requisite students

Combined pass rate

MATH 1000 73.2% (N = 171) 64.5% (N = 217) 68.3% (N = 388)

MATH 1010 70.7% (N = 150) 53.5% (N = 187) 61.1% (N = 337)

MATH 1530 65.1% (N = 636) 41.2% (N = 430) 55.4% (N = 1066)

MATH 1630 75.8% (N = 264) 45.4% (N = 130) 64.7% (N = 394)



There was no Correlation between C-l Class 
Enrollment and Performance of Enrollees.

R² = 0.0158
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There was no Correlation between Lab 
Enrollment and Performance in C-l Class.

R² = 0.0001
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Lab Attendance did Correlate with 
C-l Performance.

R² = 0.4733

0

20

40

60

80

100

-1 4 9 14

G
ra

d
e 

in
 M

A
TH

 1
0

0
0

Absences in MATH 0815

Absences in MATH 0815 vs. 
Grades in MATH 1000

R² = 0.4292

0

20

40

60

80

100

-1 4 9 14

Fi
n

al
 G

ra
d

e 
in

 M
A

TH
 1

0
1

0

Absences in MATH 0815

Absences in MATH 0825 vs. 
Grades in MATH 1010

R² = 0.4202

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

-1 4 9 14

M
A

TH
 1

5
3

0
 G

ra
d

e

Absences in MATH 0835

Absences in MATH 0835 vs. 
Grade in MATH 1530

R² = 0.4102

0

20

40

60

80

100

-1 4 9 14

Fi
n

al
 G

ra
d

es
 in

 M
A

TH
 1

6
3

0

Absences in MATH 0845

Absences in MATH 0845 vs. 
MATH 1630 grade

*Lab Absences did not correlate with lab enrollment in any course.



Grade Distributions ENGL 1010 Fall to Fall
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Grade Distribution ENGL 1010 + 0815
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Grade Distributions ENGL 1010 v. 
ENGL 1010 + 0815
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Grade Distributions READ Fall to Fall
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Grade Distributions College-level Co-req
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Grade Distributions College-level Co-req
ENGL 1010
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Success Rates in ENGL

•Passed ENGL 0815 but did not pass ENGL 1010: 
137 students = 13.2 % of total ENGL 0815 
Students

•Passed ENGL 1010 but did not pass ENGL 0815: 
57 students = 5.5% of total ENGL 0815 Students

•n = 1019 students co-enrolled in ENGL 1010 + 
0815



Success Rates in READ

•Passed READ 0815 but did not pass college-level co-
req: 52 students = 10.3% of total READ 0815 
Students

•Passed college-level co-req but did not pass READ 
0815: 96 students = 6.5% of total READ 0815 
Students

•n = 1481 students co-enrolled in college-level class + 
READ 0815








