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“We may not have enough ice floes for the boomers.”
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Higher Education Mathematics Course Enroliment

4 Year Institutions 2 Year Institutions

1995 2000 | 2005|2010 1995 2000|2005 2010
College Algebra
and below - 57% 58% 56% 54% 81%| 81% 81% 80%
Calculus 37% 35% 37% 38% 10% 8% 7% 7%
Advanced
Courses 7% 6% 7% 8%
TOTAL
Enrollment

(in thousands) 1469 1614| 1607| 1971 1348| 1273 1580 1887

Source: Acapted trom the CBMS 2010 Census Report, Tzble 5.2
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The Need For Reform

FIGURE 2. STUDENT PROGRESSION THROUGH THE
DEVELOPMENTAL MATH SEQUENCES

Did not enroll in next course

Did not pass/complete course

Source: "What We Know abcut Develogmental Ecucaten OQutcomes,” CCRC, Teachers Cellege, Columbia University, lanuary 2014, S, http:/y

cerctc.columbia. edu/mecia/k2/attachments/what we know abcut developmental ecucaten outcemes.gct
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Dana Center State-level Postsecondary Math
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State Math
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Other state level
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Completion of Gateway Math by ACT
Sub-score

Community College Pre-requisite Model vs. Co-requisite Model

Results of TBR Co-requisite Full Img?)lgwentation
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