Summer Advantage 2012 Summary

The 2012 Summer Advantage Program inclusieéparate componentS'wo componentsvere
intended to advance students’ placement in English courses. Four components weret@iateadnce
students’ math placement. The final two componer@iidance and Rites to Thrive, helped students
with the transition to college. In all, 179 students signed up for the program. The table below indicates
enrollments for eacltomponent

Program Enrollment

Component # Students| Percent
Bridge to STEM 32| 17.9%
English Fast Track 37| 20.7%
English True Skills 7 3.9%
Guidance 26| 14.5%
Math Fast Track 1 16 8.9%
Math Fast Track 2 18| 10.1%
Math True Skills 14 7.8%
Rites to Thrive 29| 16.2%
Total 179 100%

The Summer Advantage program had a high completion rate, with 86.6% of students
completing. The students that didn’'t complete the program consist of No Show’s and students that
started the program but did not stay until the end. The table below containgptetion rates for each
component Bridge to STEM, Math True Skills and Rites to Thrive had 100% completion.

Completion Rates b omponent

Completed
Component
Yes No % Completion

Bridge to STEM 32 0 100.0%
English Fast Track 26 11 70.3%
English True Skills 6 1 85.7%
Guidance 22 4 84.6%
Component| Math Fast Track 1 10 6 62.5%
Math Fast Track 2 16 2 88.9%
Math True Skills 14 0 100.0%
Rites to Thrive 29 0 100.0%
Total 155 24 86.6%




The table below indicates the number of levels advanced in the English componbkats
majority of students advanced one level in the English series.



Summer Advantage 201&nalysis

An analysis of the success rates of students who participated in the program was completed.
Enroliments for Fall 201&ere gathered for Summer Advantage participants and for students in the
same course section as Summer Advantage participants. These stuatealled in the same sections as

program participants serve as the comparison group.

The overalsuccess rates for all Fall 2042rollments was compared. This comparison includes
all courses enrolled in, not just Math and English. There were 444imertdls of SA participants and
319 (71.8% received successful grades. The comparison group had a similar succeas. s8tgyith
6,666 of 9,325 enrollments receiving successful grades.

Success rates were compared for English SA participants andealstidents enrolled in the
same English sections. O&tR8 SA English participants who completed the progranen?dlled n an
English course in Fall 20Fifteenof these students succeed in their English cld$s#o). The
comparison group showed a success rateht% (345466). A ttest to compare means was completed
to see if the difference in success rates wagificant. Aalue of 0.266and a pvalue of 0791were






