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College Tracking Data 
 

NYSED’s “Where Are They Now? Report”  
Versus 

School Report Cards 

 

On November 18th, a Newsday headline blared, “College? Yes, But No.” 

Underneath the headline, two bullets helped to explain the headline. 
 

  HS grads say they’ll attend, then don’t register 

  School Officials: Stats no reflection on preparation 
 

The Newsday article was based on data forwarded by SED from the Na-

tional Student Clearinghouse. The article compared Clearinghouse actual 

enrollment data to student college enrollment plans included on all 

NYS School Report Cards.  Newsday clearly asserted that since there was, 

on average, a 10% discrepancy between student plans and actual enroll-

ment, the difference must reflect the fact that some students who plan to 

attend don’t actually register.  Unfortunately, an explanatory PowerPoint 

from SED which accompanied the data either wasn’t read carefully by the 

media, or it was misunderstood.  The full PowerPoint can be found at  
 

http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/pressRelease/20141117/

WATN_Regents_Presentation_11-17-14.pdf  
 

Slide 9 of this PowerPoint clearly presents four reasons why students 

may actually be enrolled in a post-secondary institution but still may be 

missing from Clearinghouse data.  
 

 Some post-secondary institutions may not be part of the Clearing-

house 
 Some post-secondary institutions may block student enrollment 

 Some individual students may block their enrollment data 

 Some students’ enrollment data may be incorrectly matched with 

the Clearinghouse 
 

SED affirms on slide 9 that “the reports may underestimate actual post

-secondary enrollment for some schools.”  Of course, they also make 

the point that much of the discrepancy is also due to students’ actual fail-

ure to enroll despite a stated intention to enroll.  SED calls this discrepan-

cy “summer melt,” a failure to matriculate due to unforeseen challenges 

students encounter in the summer following high school graduation. 
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A school district’s challenge is threefold.  First, it must determine which students rep-

resent “summer melt” and which students comprise a genuine underestimate of actual 

enrollment, an underestimate which might later be corrected by SED.  The second task 

is to focus on the “summer melt” students to see the root causes for their failure to enroll 

and take actions in the future to assist such students.  Third, that part of the discrepancy 

between enrollment plans and actual enrollment that is due to reporting errors should be 

reported to SED for updating.  It is also prudent to correct this error at public PTA and 

Board of Education meetings. 
 

Distinguishing “Summer Melt” students from Enrollment Error Students 

Fortunately, the Instructional Data Warehouse (IDW) has two reports to make this task 

far easier than in the past.  After logging on to the IDW, click on the “Report List” icon at 

the center of the Launch Page, and then click on the “College Tracking” folder.  Next,  

choose “Intended vs. Actual College Enrollment Summary.”  Since the Newsday report 

focused on data from the 2011-12 school year, when the prompt page comes up, choose 

the 2011-12 school year and click “Finish” at the bottom of the screen.  A report like the 

one below will appear.   
 

Remember that the three horizontal bars on this report show students’ plans; that is, the 

size of the bar shows the percentage of students who planned to go to “2-year colleges,” 

“4-year colleges,” and who made “Other” plans.  The color bands within the bars indi-

cate where the Clearinghouse asserts that those students actually enrolled.  Thus, on the 

top bar, students who planned to go to 2-year colleges and actually enrolled are repre-

sented in blue. (Note the thin blue arrow connecting “Post Grad Type” (students’ plans) 

to their “Actual College Enrollment” on the bottom.)  The heavier rust colored arrows 

connect those students whose enrollment is unknown (UNK), those whose plans indicat-

ed they intended to go to either 2-year or 4-year schools, but whose enrollment is un-

known to the Clearinghouse.  And a simple click on any colored band in the bar will 

reveal the names of the students in that category. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 



Department of Curriculum, Instruction and Technology 
Contact Us:  Data Warehousing, Margarita Pieri, Supervisor II 

Phone: 516-608-6673 • Email: mpieri@mail.nasboces.org 

 

These two groups of unknown students (rust color in the top two bars) represent the dif-

ference between plans students filed and their actual enrollment.  How then do we 

determine if these students represent “summer melt” or a failure by the Clearinghouse 

and SED to accurately determine true enrollment? 

 

Who Are the Summer Melt Students? 

From experience, we have determined that students who state their intention to attend a 

two year school but are reported as not enrolled by the Clearinghouse are those most 

likely to be “summer melt” students.  They planned to go to a community college, but 

for financial reasons, or even the complications involved with the application process, do 

not enroll.  The full “summer melt” syndrome is described in detail in a letter to superin-

tendents from Ken Wagner. (http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/pressRelease/20141117/

WATN_Next_Steps_Memo_11-17-2014.pdf) He also describes some actions that might 

be taken by guidance departments to reverse the effects of summer melt. 

 

Who Are the Missing Students Most Likely to Have Actually Enrolled? 

Similarly, we have determined that many of the students who state their intention to 

attend a four year school, but are reported as not enrolled by the Clearinghouse, are in-

deed enrolled in four year colleges.  Although some are likely also victims of the 

“summer melt” syndrome, many, if not most, are simply missed by the Clearinghouse.  

By clicking on the rust colored band on the four year bar of your district’s college track-

ing chart (see page 2 of this newsletter), you can find the names of these students.  By 

then using the IDW’s Child Assessment Profile (ChAP) Report, you can quickly review 

these students’ assessment history and find those who most likely would have attended a 

four year school.  High Regents grades (85% and above) and attaining an Advanced Re-

gents Diploma are solid indicators of likely college enrollment. 

 

To be certain, however, personal follow up is a necessary final step.  Phone calls to par-

ents and reviewing social media are two steps guidance offices can take to ensure that 

each student is truly enrolled and not a product of some form of “summer melt.” 

 

A Final Step 

Once we know the extent of the enrollment error reported by SED and the Clearinghouse 

and published by Newsday, it seems prudent to contact both SED and Newsday to correct 

the error.  SED’s slide 9 even mentions the opportunity, in the future, to account for this 

reporting error.  Specifically, slide 9 says that SED “will explore options to supplement 

these reports with locally verified information.”  Similarly, if SED accepts a district’s 

new enrollment figures, and Newsday is informed by enough districts that their reporting 

was incorrect, they will be more likely to correct the error in the future. 

 

As always, IDW personnel are available to provide telephone assistance and in-district 

training for any district seeking to learn more about this newsletter or about other best 

practices for the IDW.  Call Fred Cohen at 608-6640, Meador Pratt at 608-6612, or 

Richard Nathan at 832-2729 to schedule a training session or to discuss any Instruc-

tional Data Warehouse questions. 


