	Feedback

	 

	Related Issue:  Some advisors recommend that students ask instructors for a W grade at the end of the semester when the earned grade is a D or F.  As a consequence, students believe they can simply get their grade changed to a W if they are dissatisfied with their grade, rendering the withdrawal date meaningless to them.

	I have asked my students and they said that most of their classes had not even had one test by the 35% date. Even with one test, it isn't a good representation of how they will do in the class.

	 

	 

	Before the 35% date, I had 43 students who failed their first test.  They had plenty of opportunity to decide that either they were not ready for the course or weren't putting in the required effort to succeed in the course.  Only 2 students withdrew before the 35%-date.  The other 41 student for some reason thought they could go from an F to passing in the next two-thirds of the semester.  That's risky thinking.  I advised each class that if they're failing by the 35%-date that they should seriously consider withdrawing from the course.  Even a student who made an 8 (yes, eight) on the first test decided to stay in the class.  That is irresponsible thinking on their part.  That is not the college's fault or the instructor's fault.

I am strongly opposed to a withdrawal date later than the 50% date.  That would only foster a lackadaisical approach to studying, because students feel they can "do better later, so why study now?"  I think the 35%-date, when instructors support it & enforce it, will eventually tell students to commit to determined study from the first week of class. THAT is what we need to encourage at this college.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	I fully support the 35 percent withdrawal date. I think the continued education and enforcement of policy will sink into the students.  Faculty are still authorized to provide a W for a student if faculty feels a specific instance is warranted.  Over time, I do think the learning curve will show that students will see the 35 percent withdrawal date as good for their education and will adhere to by: (1) withdrawing if they need to do so or (2) committing to the course with vigor.  The 35 percent date holds students accountable and responsible; let's give the withdrawal policy a chance.

	The 35% withdrawal date gives instructors enough time to maybe get in one major graded assignment (test grade).  One graded assignment isn't enough  information for students to make an informed decision about whether or not to withdraw.  A better alternative would be to have the withdrawal to be in the vicinity of the mid-term progress report.  This way students would have enough information to make a decision.

	The problem as I see it is getting students to realize that they need to ACTIVELY participate in making a decision about whether or not to withdraw.  I think too many students don't really give it much of a thought and instead think that so much of the semester is left that surely they can pull up their grade.  But, they don't commit to the course or change their behavior in such a way as to be able to pass.  I have had several sections of classes where only 2 or less people withdrew whereas as many as half may have withdrawn when the date was at the 75% point.  This means I have WAY more students with F's.

	I think a 50% withdrawal date is too late in the semester.
We should use the 35% withdrawal date at least through the fall semester, 2009. I think of it as a pilot program.

	I think the withdrawal date needs to be after the time when midterm reports are sent.  That will notify the students that their success is questionable, give an opportunity for discussion with the instructor, and then make an informed decision about whether to withdraw.

	I like the 35% Date.  The student should put a stake in the ground as to if he is committed to the class.  Any date later, and the student is ultimately wasting his time and the instructor's.  I don't believe most of my students who I've talked with are really aware of this date or how "official it is." Also, this semester in particular, I've have a more than usual # of students who are performing poorly stop coming or ask to be given a W late in the semester.  Almost all have told me that their counselors have told them that though the 35% date policy is in effect, the student can just ask the instructor for a W and I can still give them one.  I do not like this advice from the counselors.  The math dept is trying to be consistent in honoring the new date, and the advice puts undue pressure on the instructor to "help out."  It seems unfair to the students who are trying but still struggling in the class to have a student who isn't doing homework, missing half the classes, and failing the first 2 tests then get to receive a W well into the semester.  I do think we should still have the flexibility to assign a W after the date in unique situations.  For example, one student with a solid B in the class had a shift change at work that would overlap with the class meeting.  But I think some students are trying to get late W's just to bail themselves out.

	I believe it is the teachers responsibility to inform the students of the 35% and provide grades by that point.  I have had more of a committment from the students.   The math department also adopted the drop a letter grade after 12 hours missed.  That has made a big difference in better retention.  It has been shown that attendance does improve grades.

	 

	The only problem I see is students do not officially withdraw and just stop attending.  I think instructors should be able to officially withdraw students who are not attending but have failed to withdraw from the course.

	Once students receive aid payments, many do not return to class. These students do not withdraw from class they just do not come back. If a later withdrawal date could help solve this problem then the date should be extended.

	 

	Uaually we have only given one test; the second test comes soon after the 35% deadline. Therefore, the students do not know enough about their grades to make an intelligent decision about withdrawal.
Please allow us to withdraw a student that does not attend at all; an F does show a true picture of their grade.

	There are students who are failing for various reasons, including the fact that they are not attending classes, but who will not withdraw from the class  because withdrawing impacts their financial aid. Maybe there are other students who are not sure if they should withdraw at the 35% date but would later withdraw if they could, at a later date, due to their varying circumstances.

	 

	Students should have until at least midterm to determine whether or not to remain in a class.  My students have not submitted any assignments by the first 35% of the semester.  They need more time to make this decision.  Students who withdraw/fail to complete courses do so for many unexpected reasons.  Forcing them to "commit" to a class by shortening the W period doesn't make them more committed.  Most of our students just can't plan that far in advance. Our policies should make sense and this one doesn't.  Students benefit from mid-term reports.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	The current withdrawal date did not increase the number of students enrolled in my classes.  The students failed to withdraw by the deadline and then just stopped coming.  Instead of a "W", they now have an "F".  I think most students were aware the deadline was different, but it came so fast it caught most unprepared to make a decision, especially since they had few grades on which to base their decision.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	With continued use, the repercussions will become more obvious to students, and we should see better rates of withdrawal by those who are not committed. In my course the level of difficulty increases, making a decision at the 35% point deceptive.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	As long as students are well informed of this policy and the reason for the policy, I believe this will help students' success and retention. 

	My students don't have enough grades by the 35%date to determine how well they are doing in the course. They need to go to the 50 5 mark at least in order to adequately determine if they want to drop or not.

	 

	 

	I am a MAT070 instructor.  Because in our course students are allowed to drop their two (2) lowest labs and to have thier lowest test "replaced" by the final exam, a 35% withdrawal date does not seem to be giving many enough time to see if they sould pass.  I like the idea of the 75% withdrawal date.  That way, even if they withdraw later, they might have learned more to prepare them for retaking the dropped course in a subsequent semester.  I really believe that dropping early does not encourgae them to "revisit" things they would struggle with once they took the course again.

	I think shortly after mid-term reports go out is the appropriate withdrawal date.  At mid-term, it is much easier to advise students of where they stand.  At the 35% date, they may have only taken 1 test (as in my particular class).  One test is not enough to establish a pattern.

	SInce the universtities and community colleges in our state appear to use a later date, and since in my classes the result has been significantly more F's, I favor move the date to the  week after the midterm. Currently we are asked to send midterm reports to students who cannot withdwar. Perhapes sending reports a little earlier, for example at the 40-45% mark, and putting the W date in the week following Fall or Spring Break would help students.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Match out date with the colleges and universities around us.

	I think an earlier withdrawal date is good, but the 35% mark is too soon.

	 

	 

	This new withdrawal date causes a lot of confusion and doesn't allow students or faculty the flexiblity needed to make sure they have done everything possible to suceed.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	I would think that you would want student to do well and pass a class rather than drop the class because it's to hard or fail because they are not give enough time to feel out how the class works for them.   We should look to help every student try to pass the courses if this if by giving the time to plan and organize the schedule appropriately then we should lengthen the withdrawal date.

	The students do not read items like this and are not aware. I think the F rate is about the same as always. I usually get 2 to 3 students in every class come in do the first assignment and never see them again. 

	 

	The policy is too new to evaluate overall effectiveness.  Long standing problem with student retention and this is a proactive way to begin to tackle this shifting challenge.  As a learning college, it is important that we set some standards.

	Though I am not sure of the impact of the earlier withdrawal date, I am in favor of a withdrawal date that is earlier than 75% in order to encourage student accountability and to prepare those students who go to four-year colleges for an early withdrawal date.  I just hope that instructors are making a cognizant effort to offer assignments early enough in the semester for students to monitor their progress from the beginning of the class until the 35% point of the class.

	 

	 

	I am so glad that this survey is being conducted.  The new withdrawal date has done nothing but force me to be a traffic cop at the end of the semester.  The last few weeks of the semester is spent dealing with students that are requesting a "w" or an "I" and sorting through excuses and documentation.  This takes the focus away from instruction.  I definitely feel that the old 75% withdrawal date needed to be changed, but the 35% date is too soon.  I think 50% is adequate.  

	 

	 

	I feel part of what we do is to help students prepare for life which has schedules, deadlines and commitments, our policy of the past indicated to students, "well hang around till the class is almost over & then you can quit with no consequences".  I would not like to see us return to the past policy.

	 

	We should have a policy and stick with it.  Give the new policy enough time before we abandon it.

This should also be enforced and not have the website indicate that you can go to your instructor and they will withdraw you anyway.

	 

	 

	Regardless of the withdrawal date many of the students I interact with do not really commit to classes. Almost any event or activity can distract them from their classes regardless of the consequences.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	The 35% date is too early for a student to have to make  a decision about their future in a course.  Many classes have only 1-2 grades to go by and a student would have plenty of time to pull an unsatisfactory grade up by the end of the semester.

	Just don't take away my ability to assign a grade of "W" as circumstances warrant.

	I had good students that had either sickness or bad family issues that attended perfectly for over 50% of the class and then could not continue. I believe the F I have to give them will only discourage. I believe "the instructor" has to have authority to make the call, because they know the situation best.

	 

	I see no motivational connection between the withdrawal date and the student's commitment to a class.  I'd prefer to leave the student the option of attempting the work as long as he can, allowing him to delay as long as possible the decision to throw in the towel.  

	This policy address a major ethical issues that we have had for years - specifically, the college allowing students who have not performed well or at all to avoid consequences by removing themselves from classes as late as the final week of the term. I have had to watch far too many students who remained in my classes and who have struggled to master the material receive low grades (albeit the earned grade), while others who made little or no effort simply dodge their responsibilities.  In those isntances where there were serious reasons for allowing student withdrawal, we have been able to provide this to the student on a direct and individual basis. I have seen a greater sense of focus on the part of my students this year, and I feel very strongly that this is related to the change in withdrawal policy, and I feel there should be no change to the policy at this time.

	 

	I still want the ability/option  to give a "W" even after the withdrawal date

	 Due to the impact of the economy, I am not sure we can make a clear determination of the impact of the 35% date at this time.

	 

	By having an earlier withdrawal date it has weeded out students who are not qualified to take certain classes.

	I feel the 35% date helps the student approach the classes in a much more serious manner.

	The issue as I see it is three-fold:  

1. Make students aware of the withdrawal date -- whenever it is. 

2. Encoruage and empower studnets to monitor their own coruse progress but use the withdrawal option as a last resort more than the bailout when they realize they can no longer acheive a particular desired grade.  

3. Ensure that students no longer attending class, once reported as such, have encoruagement from the College as wella s teh istnructor to take approrpaite action regarding that class rather than just disappear and gracefully or not so gracefully accept the "F" grade.  I think the Colelge did a better job of this before the new online attendance system.  Now that non-attendance patterns can be more readily seen in both financial aid and non-financial aid situations, something should trip a magic switch at the College level to tell those students they should elave as opposed to continue to be carried on calss rosters.  I have a couple of students in that situation now.  It's obvious that cicumstacnes prevent their return to classs, so why should their names still be apparing on the attendance?  Of coruse, legally and ethically, they should e told before being summarily dropped from the COllege rolls.    

	 

	 

	Even though students are aware of their progress at the 35% date, they seem to have the attitude that their performance will improve as the semester progresses.  Those that do not improve just quit coming to classes.

	 

	It is simply too sonn at 35%. In addition, it has cost CPCC a lot of wasted time and money. The instructors deal with much frustrations and its very confusion.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Regardless of the date that is decided upon, my hope is that the policy will be rewritten to remove the "extenuating circumstance" language and that the policy will be enforced.

	 

	 

	I found that if a student was going to fail/give up, have overwhelming obstacles, it was well after the 35% date but closer to the mid-semester point. 

Regarding this question  "To what degree do you feel that an earlier withdrawal date forces students to commit to a class?"   I definitely agree that the W date should be earlier than 75% but 35% pushed them and me to have adequate grades for a solid decision.

Thanks for the survey and asking us!!

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Most of the students in my classes don't withdraw anyway, but when they do it is often due to unforeseen events (a mother in Japan who is dying, a required shift change at work, or just a realization that they can't keep up the pace because they've enrolled themselves in too many classes, and need to drop just one of them.  As a result, I favor allowing students a fair amount of self-determination in withdrawing.  I *have* given a few more *teacher* withdrawals because I felt that students had legitimate reasons for not being able to finish the class.

	For the questions not answered read "Don't know"! 

	 

	Counselors should informed students about the new policy when registering.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	i like the withdrawel policy at 35% because the students must commit to fulfilling their own commitment.

	I think the withdrawal date should be after mid-term.    

	 

	This needs to be in place for more than one semester to analyze results.  We will also need hard data to support any long-term decision that is made.  

	 

	Students, esp. new freshmen, do not have enough depth in a class at 35%; they simply do not know enough about their progress to make a decision.

I was very much in favor of the early withdrawal; however, I do not see it being effective in retaining or motivating students.

	In my opinion, it is important for students to have a deadline that better reflects "real world" expectations, so it needs to stay put at the 35% mark. I do think, however, that some students assume "nice" teachers will still withdraw them, so it should be mandated that only a counselor can make that call beyond the 35% point. 

	 

	 

	I have not had any problems with students keeping track of the withdrawal date or being able to make a decision. It is important, though, that instructors keep their students apprised of where they are as far as grades sometime before that date. 

As long as the instructors continue to have the discretionary power to give Ws to students with very special circumstances after the 35% date, there should be no problem with the earlier date.

	It seems to me that an absence policy would help students avoid F's. 

	 

	At midterm, I am better able to assess if a student will be successful in my class.  I can instruct the student better if I had a little more time before the withdrawal date.

	 

	 

	Students become more responsible, more focused and more committed. They keep up with the pace of studying better to their advantage. It is much more comfortable to progress with group projects and to build on the absorbed knowledge. A very good initiative, less time wasted by students, better results and more coordination. Less trying for nothing - just mobilised from the early start and it is what counts as well.

	It is hard for students and teachers to properly assess potential after just 35% of class.  If a student happened to be absent on a test or quiz day, that one zero is greatly warping their grade after just the first third of the class.

	Why waste time and money letting students go further and get an F that affects their transcript when they can opt out at an earlier date.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	I believe the 35% is too early for students especially for those who are attending CPCC for the first semester.

	I tell my students about the withdrawl date on the first and second day of class, email the information to them and then repeat it closer to the exact date.  In this manner my students are well informed.  I believe that students who do not withdrawl and fail have other issues going on that create this scenario.

	35% does not give quite enough class exposure that would allow a little more latitude.  I post in BlackBoard announcements the date of withdrawal and also e-mail every student "in peril of failing" a warning to buckle down or consider withdrawing.  

Routinely student who are reported at midterm with poor work result in Fs at the end of the semester.

	 

	I am so glad you are doing this survey  - I think the withdrawal date is too early. It is BEFORE the midterm reports. 

	 

	 

	The 35% date comes much sooner in short session classes, and many students can't determine whether or not they'll be able to pass the course at that point. 

	The 35% withdrawal date does force students to make a decision about whether or not to continue in a course earlier and that is a very good thing. If we let them wait until 50% or 75% they will procrastinate until that time. This means that they are feeling overwhelmed and struggling way too long. This is not only a waste of their time, it re-enforces low self esteem. 

	I teach a drafting class that typically has a very high drop rate until about halfway through the semester or a little after.  This semester that did not change, even though many of them couldn't withdraw by the time they decided to stop attending. I am going to have a lot more F's this semester

	At the 35% date students have not had enough tests to gauge their performance. The early W date has in no way increased a student's committment to the course and I doubt it will. Because the W date is extremely early I now have a larger population of weak and failing students who remain in the class until the bitter end because they did not take the W early in the semester. I think it is by the 50% date that both student and instructor get a realistic idea of how that student will do. I favor the 50% date for W. I think midterm reporting will also become more meaningful if the midterm feedback allows a student to make an informed decision to withdraw.

	 

	The 35% Date only allows students enough time to barely feel there way through new courses. College should be a place where students are able to explore their options and find out their place in the world. They should not be forced to commit to a class to early, because a lot of the time the class is experimental. 

	 

	Generally speaking students that will do well will do so regardless and those that are there for the financial aid, or their committment to education is very low will do poorly regardless of the withdrawal date.  However, a 50% date, or by midterm, would give students a much better indicator as to whether or not they are going to succeed.

	 

	The problem I encounter is that with the earlier date, more students are coming to me after the date to request an instructor withdrawal.  Apparently this is the advice given to students by their advisors if they are failing a class.  This more or less undoes the intended effect of the early withdrawal date.  It also puts the instructor in the position of conflict with the student especially as some instructors seem to agree to a withdrawal without a valid documented excuse.  My department has tried to deal with the requests on a department level but I believe the volume of requests has been heavy for them (and of course they have to contact the instructors to find out the student's current grade status.  Perhaps the policy would work better if there was some sort of general criteria required before an instructor withdrawal could be awarded (ie, student has to be in a passing grade status and have documented excuse for unability to continue in the class such as hospitalization,etc.)  The instructors and advisors could have some consistent guidelines for applicaiton.

	 

	I believe a lot of students are really dropping the course versus withdrawing officially. To make this system work wouldn't you have to return a portion of the student's tuition?

	 

	 

	The 10% date was totally unrealistic. The 35% is more workable, however I do not think students, especially in night classes that meet only once per week, still have a good sense of whether they should withdraw by the 35% date. They could have done poorly on one test but are just beginning to adjust to requirements of the class by the time the 35% date kicks in. I think, for night students, a more realistic time frame would be 50%. I realize that whatever arrangement that is put in place has to be workable for the entire class body (day and evening). These are just my observations and thoughts. Thank you for the opportunity to have input.

	 

	Police the Financial Aid attendance requirements and enforce students receiving F/A to 'commit' to continuity of curriculum. The college needs to put a stop to the 'stop and go' semester penalty. Once one has abused the F/A...........find another mechanism.

	It will take a few years, I think, before the culture changes.  What I mean by that is it seems that students have found that they can take a class (taking away a potential seat from another student)and "see" what happens in regards to their progress...they were not being held accountable for their holding of this scarce resource (seats in my class).  With the new deadline, I don't notice any real changes in retention, but I do see students being more aware of their progress, earlier in the semester...I hope that eventually they start to better appreciate and understand the responsibility of taking a class, and more importantly, that they realize that their actions influence others.  

	 

	 

	 

	At the 35% point, students are only just begining to get into the heart of the course.  Many times our students are working as well and may not know just how much work certain courses are before they get into the application phase.  In addition, we are forced to try to get a test done before this point in the class so that the students can have a good estimate of their progress.  The problem with this is that at the begining of the class things can get slowed down a bit because of review work necessary prior to starting of the course material.  Overall, I feel that the new withdrawl policy has had a negative effect on the students GPA and their attitude towards the college.

	 

	I was very pleased with the decision to move up the withdrawal date to the 35% point. In the past, students have been able to take a class leisurely without any worry about the impact on their grade because of the too-lenient withdrawal policy. The new policy increases student accountability, which is beneficial to the student in the long-run. Additionally, should the student encounter serious hardship during the semester, the instructor maintains the ability to withdraw them rather than record a grade of F. So, students who NEED the withdrawal are still able to get it. While the students who are simply class-shopping or protecting their GPA don't have the easy out. Finally, the new withdrawal policy seems more in line with the policies of four-year schools, which a great number of CPCC students desire to attend. 

	I think the new withdrawal policy works great, but students need to be made aware of their progress in class by teachers and given time to think and withdrawal if necessary.  

	 

	I would like to be able to send out midterm reports about 2 weeks later.  

	 

	I feel the withdrawal date should be the same as that of the local universities.  Many of our students ultimately transfer to a university and are taken unaware when they are required to make a commitment of success in a short amount of time.

	 

	I think this is better for the students, but it is also much, much better for faculty. Before, a student could stay in the class longer than they would have, even if they knew they would probably drop, and teachers would still have to grade their work. Now they know they have to make a decision earlier and this saves teachers from performing wasted work. I always thought a 75% withdrawal date was ridiculous. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	I think they should have an earlier withdrawal date...pushing it back too far will result in mass drops of students who simply didn't do well on a test...I feel that a later date encourages them to W or leave the class altogether without properly withdrawing.  it doesn't hold the students accountable for their actions and seems to place blame on instructors for 'giving' poor grades.

	no comments

	1) A 35% date is more consistent with common 4-year schools.  This helps set the expectation for the student regarding 'W's.

2) Many students wish to withdraw in the last weeks of the semester to prevent an F showing on their transcript / affecting their GPA /  etc, etc... - but the reality is they often EARNED an F.  For students with rare circumstances, the professor has it within their ability to assign a 'W'. E.G. - I had a military student pulled to Iraq at the end of a previous semester.  This is an extenuating circumstance.  98% of the requests for W's I receive at the end of the semester do not meet that criteria.  The 35% dates also helps the expectation that grades are assigned at the end of the semester.

	 

	Most students do not know until after the midterm whether they are progressing well enough to continue.  Sometimes the midterm is not graded and returned until about the 60% point in the semester.

	 

	 

	 

	We have to train the older students on the new policy.  The ones that are new don't know any thing different.

	The earlier withdrawal date had little effect on the number of students withdrawing from my courses.  Financial Aid guidelines seem to carry the most weight with regard to students "commiting to a class." 

	Very please with new withdrawal policy.  It works well for our program.

	 

	 

	I consistently have a large body of students who simply don't participate after a short amount of time - yet they don't withdraw either. Perhaps because my core classes are electives - some students just don't care. I'd like the option of withdrawing them myself if it's clear they are no longer attending. Teachers can always create policies for their classes, but we are unable to withdraw students. 

I don't really see the benefit of moving the date of withdrawal back- it seems arbitrary, and is prior to even a midterm- so the students really wouldn't know how they are doing, esp.if the grading was behind. What is the downside to a 75% withdrawal date? What's the downside to letting teachers withdraw students?

	 

	 

	I like the new deadline.  It is challenging to make sure that students have enough feedback in order to make a good decision.  Most students were aware.  Some students are just never aware.  I also feel like after the deadline I have a good group of committed students, more than before.  Some may fail, but all are for the most part trying hard till the end.  

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Students should have at least until the 50% mark to withdraw with a W.  Many courses have not given sufficient grades by the 35% date for students to make an educated decision regarding the course.  

	 

	If the policy is enforced, it is a good policy.  Last semester I was required to give "W" after the withdrawal date which seems to defeat the purpose of the policy.

	 

	 

	I have found that students will "dig deep" and actually pass the class when they realize that they are beyond the withdrawal date. I reminded them 10 days prior to the last day to withdraw. I make sure that they have taken 1 lecture test and l lab test. That gives them experience with both types of tests. They know what to expect for the duration of the semester.

	 

	I think we (CPCC) did a good job of letting students know about the new policy, but there still seems to be a large group students who don’t get it.  The policy doesn’t not appear to force students into any greater commitment to the class, it just creates more complaining/begging/whining as the end of the semester approaches.  We need to stop telling students that an instructor can still withdraw them after 35%.  I have had several students ask for W because an advisor or counselor said that only the instructor can give a W.  Now I must decide if their death in the family/illness/hospitalization/job loss/divorce/child related problem/legal issues warrant granting a W versus an F.   

	 

	 

	I would like to see the CPCC withdrawal date be consistent with the 60 percent financial aid date.

	I am not sure if an earlier or later deadline would be more beneficial for the students and CPCC.  I suppose arguments could be made for both sides, but I suppose I would be more inclined to encourage students to have a later date of withdrawl.  My thought process on this is that haveing more time in class may give the student more time to turn around a poor start and also get a much better feel to see if they can handle the course going forward.  If the withdrawl date is shorter, then the student may only have one or two tests to judge his/her performance in the class and may not be able to properly judge their ability to turn something around if they should start off poorly.  As a teacher, having more time with students to encourage them to do better would work much better with a later withdrawl date in my opinion.  I hope this input helps.

	I think the 50% withdrawal date would be ideal for faculty and students alike.  Not only would the 50% date coincide with Midterm grades, but also this would offer instructors enough time to evaluate, assess, and configure an array of students' assignments with more precision and accuracy.  Generally, by the middle of the semester, instructors can presuppose each student's success rate in the course by reflecting on the quality of the work submitted by the student thus far in the semester.  In my opinion, the 35% date may not accurately reflect how well a student will perform in the course; therefore, the 50% date would enable both students and instructors to reflect upon a broader range of assignments and a much more accurate calculation of a student's grades and overall success rate in the course. 

	 

	 

	 

	My students (early childhood majors) are typically much older, non-traditional and do not use the computer very much for CPCC-related information, including the use of email. Many do not own computers and don't use them at all. Unless someone calls them  directly, texts, or sends regular mail, they are typically not aware of changes, such as the 35% date, and typically remain uninformed about such important matters. In any event, thye 35% date did not have any impact on my classes--everything went on as usual. 

	I do not think there is anything wrong with an early date.  If the student feels like they can stop at any time they will not commit.  Also, we are suppose to getting these students for the 'real' world and this is it!

	
I have two students who came once but never again - and did not withdraw.  Yes, I will fail them. 

Another student, who has passing the course but was severely behind in his work) asked if he could withdraw (with a "W") - well after the 35% date.  My supervisor, Barbara Whitt, told me that I did have the discretion to give a "W," even with the new policy.  Having checked the wording of the policy, I plan to give the "W."

It is interesting that some universities (Duke, for example) give two kinds of "W" grades:  "withdrawn - passing" and "withdraw- failing."

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	For online courses, students do not really have enough of a sense of how to pace themselves in studying to warrant CPCC's 35% date.  By midtem, students have a better sense of how they're doing in the class, but too many students don't adequately assess their performance by the 35% date to withdraw in time.  I think 50% would be optimal.

	This is the way other schools do it.  At least in my department we can still withdraw people at the end if we feel it is nessecary.  To many of our students don't start trying until the last bit of the class.  This policy hopefully makes it more likely that will start trying earlier.

	 

	 

	As stated many times before, most colleges and universities have a 35% withdrawal date. We have such a large transfer population that it is best to prepare them by making the commit early on to their courses.

	 

	In response to the question above on student "progress," the students may not have all the information they need to decide to continue when it comes to grades and completion of assignments, but they should have enough of a sense of the expectations of the class to make a decision.  They have plenty of time to consult with instructors prior to making a decision.

	My opinions are based on students enrolled in a particular program that is lock-step. If they withdraw they cannot continue to the next semester. 

	 

	 

	 

	I intentionally gave my first exam before the last date to withdraw so that students would have a chance to see their results on a significant piece of their grade and be able to make an informed decision.  That seemed to be helpful, but it really doesn't matter much, since so many students simply quit coming as the semester continues.  I think allowing students to withdraw late in the semester is a disservice to them and to the instructors.  I have a few good students, but there are many others who are the least motivated and most irresponsible people I have ever been around - if we allow them to drop a class at the end of the semester, what are we helping them learn about accountability and commitment?

Maybe an "F" will be a wake-up call to some of them.  Goodness knows, many need one.  

And, as an instructor, I grew weary of grading and tracking the work of students who then withdrew at the end of the semester.  The current policy is a good start to weeding out the students who are not going to do the work, although there are some who hang on for a while longer and you have to wonder why ....

	 

	Most students had only taken a few tests and assumed they would be passing the course. I personally feel they need 40% or 50% for withdrawal.

	 

	 

	 


