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CPT Change Score Comparison Oklahoma'’s partnership with Complete College America requires that 75% of
all students requiring developmental education be involved in a co-requisite

ENROLLED approach. In 2015, NSU piloted a co-requisite model for Mathematics and
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FCSL > DW Pass Rate Comparison o
CASL change scores significantly greater than IA for 2015 only. However,
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Retention Rate Comparison No significant differences between CASL and IA retention rates nor between
ENROLLED FCSL and DW rates were found. However, the retention rates for both
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