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IRPE Updates

 Update
— Data Warehouse
— Academic Unit Profiles

— New Definitions
— DGC

e Today
— Enrollment Update
— 2025

 To Come this Year
— Dashboards
— Degrees Conferred w/metrics
— Student Success by majors
— BCSSE/NSSE Survey
— Commencement Survey
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Enrollment Trends
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Cl Fall 2016 Total Enrollment
by Student Type

Total Enrollment by Student Level (Stateside)

Undergraduate Headcount Percent
Continuing UGRD 4260 64%
New Transfer 1045 16%
First-Time Freshmen 1010 15%
Transitory UGRD 17 0.3%
Total Undergraduate 6332 96%

Postbaccalaureate Headcount Percent
Continuing PBAC Other 93 1.4%
New PBAC Other 101 1.5%
Continuing PBAC MA 59 0.9%
New PBAC MA 21 0.3%
Transitory PBAC 5 0.1%
Total Postbaccalaureate 279 4.2%

Campus Total 6,611
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Percent Enrolled by Student Level
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
LY tot enrollment 6167
Increase of 444 (7%)
LY Trans 997 
increase of 48 (5%)
LY FROSH 905
Increase 105 (11.6%)
LY PBAC 249
Increase 30 (12%)


Undergraduate Enrollment by Admit Type
Fall 2010-Fall 2016

Percentage of First Time First Year Freshmen

0,
51% 51%

so% — 20%

50%

49%

48%

47%

46%
45%
44%

43%
Fall 2010 Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Fall2013 Fall 2014 Fall 2015 Fall 2016

e Seriesl

Total Enrollment by Student Entry Type (Stateside)

Fall 2010 Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Fall 2013 Fall 2014 Fall 2015 Fall 2016

1778 1966 2173 2409 2739 2940 3199
50% 49% 46% 49% 49% 50% 51%
1810 2018 2530 2516 2883 2955 3116
50% 51% 54% 51% 51% 50% 49%

Freshmen

Transfer
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Presentation Notes
The last few years we have been trending upward; pretty consistent, getting closer towards an even split between freshmen and transfer

Last fall is was 50 to 50

This fall is the first time we are over 50%, with a larger Freshmen group than transfers



Fall 2016 Total Enrollment
by Ethnicity

Total Race and Ethnic Composition

2% 0.1%

Total Race and Ethnic Composition Count Percent 4.9%

Hispanic or Latino/a 3178 48%
African American/Black 154 2%
Native American/Alaskan 23 0.3%
Total Underrepresented Minority 3355 51%
White 1978 30%
Unknown 442 7% Hispanic or
Asian 368 6% Latino/a, 48%
Two or More 324 4.9%
International* 137 2% White, 30%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 7 0.1%

*Non-Resident Alien

0.3% 2%
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Definitional Change: URM no longer includes Native Hawaiian/PI



Other Demographic Groups

Other Populations (Undergraduates)

70% 65%
60%
50% 45%
40% 35%
30%
20%
10% 2% 4%
0% —
Female (Total) Male (Total) Pell Recipient Veteran Dependents of
Veterans
Other Populations (Undergraduates) Count Percent
Female (Total) 4086 65%
Male (Total) 2229 35%
Pell Recipient 2871 45%
Veteran 122 2%
Dependents of Veterans 247 4%
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Presentation Notes
Definitional Change: Pell Recipient
Note: Pell  *Eligible* last year was 53%


Fall 2016 Total Parent’s Education

Parent Education (Total Undergraduates)

Parent Education (Undergraduates) Count Percent .
: % No Parent Education
No High School 740 12% Provided, 6%
Some High School 458 7%
High School Graduate 957 15%
% HS Graduate or Less (First Generation) 2155 34% 4
Some College 1099 17% A " High School
2-Year College Graduate 494 8% College\ | Education or Less,
% No 4 Year Degree 3748 59% Degreeor | -\ 34%
4-Year College Graduate 1378 22% - 35% 4
Post Graduate Studies 844 13%
No Parent Education Provided 362 6% V. Some College,

25%
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Definitional Change: First Gen


New Undergraduate
by Geographic Origin

First Time Freshmen County of Origin New Transfer by County of Residence
- 0.5% m Ventura
3% 3% / 3% 1% 0.8%
| - m Los Angeles
= Monterey & North
m Santa Barbara
m San Diego & Imperial
Los Angeles, 39% m = Orange & Riverside
Monterey &
North, 11% Ventura m Kern & San Luis Obispo
Los Angeles 58%
16% ® San Bernardino

m Other

Ventura, 27%
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2025 Initiative Student Success Metrics




Graduation Initiative 2025 Goals

CSU Systemwide CSU Channel Islands
2025 2025 Most
Metric Systemwide Recent 2025 Goal Most Recent Rate
CSU Campus !
Systemwide
Goal Goal Ranges
Rate
Freshman 6-Year
. 70% 55-92% 57% 67% 57%
Graduation
Fresh 4-Y
reshman A-rear 40% 30-71% 19% 40% 25%
Graduation
Transfer 2-Year
. 45% 23-64% 31% 54% 42%
Graduation
T fer 4-Y
ranster f-vear 85% 68-93% 73% 78% 68%
Graduation
11%
Gap - Ethnicity 0 0 e 0 7 % points
points
8%
Gap —Pell 0 0 o7 0 2 % points
points
Gap —First G ti 139
ap - First Generation 0 0 . % 11 % points
Status points -
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Average Cl & CSU College Readiness

i Cl 5-¥r | CSU 5-¥Yr
Readiness
Average | Average
College Ready in Math and English | 41% | 58% |
Not College Ready in Math Only | 21% | 11%
Not College Ready in English Only | 9% | 13%
Not College Ready in English or Math 29% 18%
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Channel Islands Student Preparation &
Need Trends upon Entry

Increasing Need, Decreasing Preparation

70% 1040
60% 1020
50% 5665
40%
980
30%
20% 960
10% 940
0% 920

Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall  Fall Fall Fall  Fall Fall
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

mmm Mean Composite SAT Score 1011 1000 1022 995 979 1002 997 978 968 958 955

=== First Generation 40% 42% 43% 45% 48% 40% 41% 46% 50%  58% 56%
==g== Pe|| Eligible 20% 23% 25% 21% 28% 39% 43%  48% 50%
=g Hispanic 21.8% 23.8% 18.8% 25.2% 30.3% 25.4% 31.9% 36.2% 41.2% 48.5% 52.9%
=g ANy Remediation 61% 51% 43% 55% 54% 45% 46% 52% 47% 52% 49%
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First Time Full Time Graduation Rates

First Time Full-Time Graduation Rate - All Students

100%
80%% —
- f =1 i _| ] ] B |
— - | ; f.h-"""'": 2009, .l,H_[Ir:f:; . — -
o = | q; o [~ |8 ,__.| L 2010, 53.7%
a08% (e -
ol | '_'1_,_,-'"“" ° €| 2011, 25.6%
20% : B -
0% . '

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
== Continue into 2nd Year 79.2% 75.6% 78.1% 79.9% 76.0% 81.8% B3.9% 78.00% 76.4% 78.7% B81.1%
C— Continue into 3rd Year B, 086 60, 2% B, 5% f12.2% 62.7% 68.4% 72.8% 66.5% 65.5% 67.2%
= Continue into 4th Year 59.5% 54.9% 60.5% 68.2% 59.0% 62.2% 66.9% 62.3% 58.9%

—B— Graduated by end of 4th year 26, 7% 23.3% 20, 7% 27.4% 24.6% 24.8% 25.6%
—#— Graduated by end of Sthyear 47.2% 43.6% 46.1% 56.2% 51.1% 53.7%
i Graduated by end of 6th year  54.7% 51.6% 52.1% 62.3% 58.0%
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Four Year FTFT Freshmen Graduation Rates
Comparison across all Campuses &
Systemwide

4 YEAR GRADUATION RATES:
FIRSTTIME FULLTIME FRESHMAN
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Four Year Ranked Average FTFT Freshmen
Graduation Rates across all Campuses
&Systemwide

First Time Full Time Feshmen 4 Year Graduation Rates Campus Comparison:
Ranked Average over 5 Years
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Six Year FTFT Freshmen Graduation Rates
Comparison across all Campuses &
Svstemwide

6 YEAR GRADUATION RATES:
FIRST TIME FULL TIME FRESHMAN
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Six Year Ranked Average FTFT Freshmen
Graduation Rates across all Campuses &
Systemwide

First Time Full Time Feshmen 6 Year Graduation Rates Campus Comparison:
Ranked Average over 5 Years
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Channel Islands FTFT Freshman 4 & 6 Year
URM Graduation Gap

TRADITIONALLY UNDERREPRESENTED AND TRADITIONALLY BETTER-REPRESENTED FIRST TIME FULL-TIME ETHNIC GROUPS: COMPARISON

4 AND 6-YEAR GRADUATION RATES
B

70.05% —
e
S0.05% ——

0.0

30.0% [— L —
_.——-—-'
— .—-—l-'-'-—_.-.
0.0 """‘---....._-..____ —

|

2005 2008 2007 2008 2009 2010 011 2012
FALL COHORT

C—J URM Continue into 4th Year [Nt URM Continue into 4th Year =8~ URM Graduated by end of 4th year =dr— URM Gradusted by end of 6th year =& Not URM Graduated by end of 4th year —8—Not URM Graduated by end of Gth year

Fall Cohort Continueinto | Continueinto | Continue into

Headcount 3rd Year 4th Year -

2005 a1 284 55.3% 0% 3%
2006 132 68.9% 53.8% 47.0% 37.1% 432% 318 78.3% 62.9% 58.2% 55.0% 11% 12%
2007 185 79.5% 63.8% 62.7% 42.7% 49.7% 327 774% 64.8% 59.3% 53.5% 3% 8%
2008 155 82.6% 75.5% 70.3% 55.5% 63.2% 370 78.1% 70.8% 67.3% 61.9% 6% -1%
2009 163 T0.6% S51.7% 54.0% 47.2% 54.0% 320 78.8% 65.3% bl.6% 60.0% 11% B%
2010 214 82.7% 6b6.8% 60.3% 50.0% 303 81.2% 69.6% b3.7% 5%
2011 272 84.2% 73.5% 65.4% 330 83.6% 72.1% 68.2% 12%
2012 352 80.1% B8.6% 63.5% 340 75.6% 6d.1% 60.9%
2013 463 74.1% 60.9% 54.5% 360 78.4% 714% 64.2% Not URM's outpace
2014 557 80.1% B68.6% 372 76.6% 65.1% URM's on average:
2015* 534 78.5% 337 85.2%

Averages 78.5% 65.6% 59.6% 20.4% 46.5% 52.6% 79.3% 66.9% 62.6% 27.2% 51.3% 57.1% T% 5%
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Presentation Notes
traditionally underrepresented ethnic groups entering CI as first time full-time freshmen continue into the 4th year and graduate in 4 and 6 years at slightly lower rates than not-URM ethnic groups.  Our URM 4-year graduation gap averages 7%. The 6-year URM graduation gap averages 5%, closing with the 2008 cohort but increased the next year.
 



FTFT Freshmen 4 Year URM Graduation
Rates Gap Comparison Cl & CSU

FTFT FRESHMEN 4 YEAR GRADUATION URM GAP: CIl AND SYSTEMWIDE

......
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
CI (red) and the CSU (green) across 4 year URM and not-URM graduation rates.  The URM gap is increasing over time for both CI and the CSU, but CI has more variability.  CI has higher rates than the CSU across both measures (URM and not-URM 4 year rates), and smaller gaps, which is better displayed below.


Average URM 4 Year Graduation Rate Gap
In Comparison

First Time Full Time Freshmen 4 Year URM Gap Comparison: Ranked Average Gap over 5 Years
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
reports the 4 year graduation rate gap between URM and not-URM averaged across the most recent five fall cohorts for each campus.  Campuses are arranged from lowest average gap to highest.  Channel Islands falls about in the middle of the distribution, 4 percentage points lower than the systemwide average. 


FTFT Freshmen 6 Year URM Graduation
Rates Gap Comparison Cl & CSU

FTFT FRESHMEN & YEAR GRADUATION URM GAP: Cl AND SYSTEMWIDE
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Presentation Notes
compares CI (red) and the CSU (green) across 6 year URM and not-URM graduation rates.   The URM gap is steady over time for the CSU, but closes for CI beginning in 2007.  CI has higher rates than the CSU across both measures (URM and not-URM 4 year rates), and smaller gaps, which is better displayed below.


Average URM 6 Year Graduation Rate Gap
In Comparison

First Time Full-Time Freshmen 6 Year URM Gap Comparison:
Ranked Average Gap over 5 Years
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Presentation Notes
the 6 year graduation rate gap between URM and not-URM averaged across the most recent five fall cohorts for each campus.  Campuses are arranged from lowest average gap to highest.  Channel Islands falls has the sixth lowest gap (4.9%), 8 percentage points lower than the systemwide average. 


Channel Islands 4 and 6 Year FTF Pell
*Recipient® Graduation Gap

PELL RECIPIENT AND NON PELL RECIPIENT FIRST TIME FULL TIME COMPARISON:
4 AND 6-YEAR GRADUATION RATES

B0.0%
0.0% ]
- e
£0.0% S — |
R ::;;#—‘ hhhhh‘“
50.0% B __/
40.0%
30.0% M —
| e e | —1 — —
) h_'_q:__‘—'————l"”"'ﬁ___—iﬂ—— -
20.0% — . 1 o
10.0%
0.0%
2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 1010 2011 2012 2013 2014
=0 Pell Recipient Continue into Kh Year CT3)Non Pell Recipient Continue into 4th Year == Fel Redpient Graduated by end of 4th year === Pell Recpient Graduated by end of &th year —l—Non Pell Recipient Graduated byend of 4th year —@=—Non Pell Recipient Graduated by end of &th year
Pell Recipient on Pell Recipie
AllC S P S Graduated by | Graduated by | Graduated duated b
Fall Cohort Continue into | Continueinto | Continue into by v by
Headcount ) ) end of 5th Headcount 6
2nd Year 3Ird Year
Year year year ea
2005 76 78.9% 65.8% 63.2% 25.00% 51.3% 57.9% 299 53.8% 2% &%
2006 105 80.0% 62.9% 56.2% 21.9% 36.2% 50.5% 345 51.9% 2% 1%
2007 126 81.7% 65.1% 58.7% 17.5% 43.7% 47.6% 386 76.9% 64.2% 6L.1% 21.8% 46.9% 53.6% 4% 6%
2008 102 81.4% 77.5% 70.6% 21 6% 55.9% 62.7% 423 79.0% 70.9% 67.6% 28.8% 56.3% 62.2% 7% -1%
2009 126 78.6% 61.1% 50.8% 19.8% 45.2% 54.8% 357 75.1% 63.3% 61.9% 26.3% X 59.1% 6% &%
2010 202 81.2% 63.4% 54.5% 18.8% 43.1% 315 82.2% T1.7% 67.3% 28.9% 60.6% 10%
2011 252 84.1% 73.4% 67.9% 18.7% 350 83.7% 72.3% 66.3% 30.6% 12%
2012 335 77.9% 68.1% 61.5% 397 78.1% 65.2% 63.0%
2013 393 75.3% B4.6% 58.8% 430 77.4% 66.3% 59.1% Not-Pel Redpimt tudm
2014 500 78.2% 67.4% 429 79.3% 66.9% outpace el Recpient
2015* 454 79% 417 84% students on average:
HAverages 79.6% 66.9% 60.2% 20.5% 45.9% 54.7% 79.0% 66.4% 62.1% 26.8% 51.5% 56.1% 6.3% 1.4%
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Presentation Notes
CI Pell recipient students (red) graduate as slightly lower 4 and six year rates than do not-Pell eligible students.  The four year gap appears to be increasing, but the six year gap has closed to within 3% points. 


FTFT Freshmen 4 Year Pell Recipient
Graduation Rates Gap Cl & CSU

FTFT FRESHMEN 4 YEAR GRADUATION PELL *RECIPIENT* GAP: Cl AND SYSTEMWIDE

X 200 200 B 41} 1
| Pall 3% 21% 17% 2% 20P% 17%
——C| Not Pell T4% 27% 24% 2 28% 26 28% 31
50 Pall 12% 107 1064 1% 108 119 12 12%
@[5 Not Pell 2% 1598 18% 198 2
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Average Pell 4 Year Graduation Rate Gap in
Comparison

First Time Full Time Freshmen 4 Year Pell *Recipient* Gap Comparison:
Ranked Average Gap over 5 Years
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FTFT Freshmen 6
Year Pell Recipient Graduation Rates Gap
Cl & CSU

FTFT FRESHMEN 6 YEAR GRADUATION PELL *RECIPIENT* GAP:
Cl AND SYSTEMWIDE

75.0%

70,08

B0.0%6
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40,08
35.0%
30.0% S . .
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
== | Pell 69.8% 55.3% 49.5% 47.6% 62.7% 54.0%
—— | Not Pell 56.0% 53.5% 51L6% 52.8% 61.2% 57.4%
—i— CSU Pell 45.6% 44.3% 44.7% 45.4% 47.9% 51.7%

m— CSU Mot Pell 55.6% 54.5% 54.6% 54.7% 57.0% 60.3%
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Average Pell 6 Year Graduation Rate Gap in
Comparison

First Time Full Time Freshmen 6 Year Pell *Recipient* Gap Comparison:
Ranked Average over5 Years
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First Time Full Time Graduation Rates

New Transfer Graduation Rates - All Students
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2086
e L | | |
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

1 Continued into 2nd Year B2% 7O%, B1% BT B5% BE% B3% 81% BE%
=@ Graduated by end of 2nd year 31.8% 30.4% 25.4% 33.3% 37.7% 18.6% 34.2% 34,20 42.6%
== Graduated by end of 3rd year 61.1% 60, 1% 57.3% 67.1% B6B.5% 68.4% 64.8% 65.8%
== Graduated by end of 4th year 69, 7% 68.1% 65.6% 75.6% 717.3% 77.4% 71.4%
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Two Year Transfer Graduation Rates
Comparison across all Campuses and with
the Systemwide Average

TRANSFER 2 YEAR GRADUATION RATE: Cl AND SYSTEMWIDE
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Two Year Ranked Average Transfer
Graduation Rates across all Campuses &
Systemwide

Transfer 2 Year Graduation Rates Campus Comparison:
Ranked Average over 5 Years
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Four Year Transfer Graduation Rates
Comparison across all Campuses and with
the Systemwide Average

TRANSFER 4 YEAR GRADUATION RATES: CI AND SYSTEMWIDE
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Four Year Ranked Average Transfer
Graduation Rates across all Campuses &
Systemwide

Transfer 4 Year Graduation Rates Campus Comparison:
Ranked Average over5 Years
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Studies

First year attrition?
Close Seniors
Seniors who do not graduate in 4t year

Degrees conferred w/Metrics
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