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University Of Washington 
Faculty Council on Student Affairs 

1:30 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., April 2, 2013 
36 Gerberding Hall 

 
Meeting Synopsis: 
 
1. Call to Order 
2. Discussion with Phillip Ballinger, Director of Admissions 
3. Chair’s Report 
4. Report from GPSS and ASUW Representatives 
5. Review of Minutes from March 5, 2013  
6. New Business 
7. Adjourn 

 

 
1) Call to Order 
The meeting was called to order by Chair Fabien at 1:30 p.m.  
 
2) Discussion with Phillip Ballinger, Director of Admissions [Exhibit A] 
Phillip Ballinger distributed the “Summary of 2013 Freshman Class Application and Admission Pools” 
which was the topic of discussion. The data references the freshman pool from the Autumn Quarter 
which covers residents, non-residents and international students. The main takeaway is that the pool 
grew a lot this year compared to past years with a current freshman enrollment goal of 6,200 students. 
This year the majority of non-residential students will be from the U.S. rather than abroad as in past 
years. Ballinger clarified that one-third of the international students are already studying in U.S. high 
schools. Ballinger noted that math scores are much higher for international students, followed by non-
residents then residents. It is impressive to see that international students average a critical reading 
score is 500 on SATs. While the critical reading score is not required for international students they still 
take it. While it is mandatory to require international students to take the TOEFL it is not known the 
percentage of international students that take the critical reading portion of the SATs.  
 
Ballinger went into detail of the trends and statistics found in the data. This is a comparative report 
amongst applicants and types of groups, however it does not include students who identify themselves 
as mixed-race. Students are able to report as many races as they wish but not as mixed-race which 
would press students into single categories which may leave out particular ethnicities and does not 
capturing the entirety of the student. This opens up questions about how to statistically count students. 
This report has some information about an applicant’s economic background but that information is not 
collected until the student fills out the federal financial aid form later in the process. The University does 
have information on parents’ educational levels and if the students are the first person in their family to 
go to college. It was pointed out that these statistics rank relatively high compared to other institutions.  
 
A discussion began about high-level sex offenders that applied and entered into the UW several years 
ago. Historically, the University’s policy has been to not ask questions about an applicant’s criminal 
history. Past conversations about this issue resulted in the decision that if the applicant has done their 
time, then they should still get access to the University. But this attitude has been changing. The provost 
created a tri-campus committee which recommended moving to a “Common Application”. This 
application form is currently being used by 450 institutions, many public, which asks questions about an 
applicant’s disciplinary and criminal history. However, this recommendation was met by heavy criticism, 
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especially by the sociology department. The big question is if these questions should even be asked, 
especially disciplinary actions that may have been taken. From these discussions the University created 
language that will be included with college applications that ask if a potential student has been 
convicted of a violent felony offense or has registered as a sex offender. Fabien noted that there was 
objection to the original language in the past, and since this is a bit narrower it appears to be a better 
version. Ballinger explained that by including this language the UW will be the third baccalaureate 
institution to ask this question on admissions forms. This language will go on freshman and transfer 
applications in the next cycle: October 1, 2013.  
 
A question was raised asking how this information will be used. The information will be used by a 
committee of members from areas within the University that look at the risks and potential dangers. 
Discussion ensued about how this info could be used and who would use it. It was noted that studies 
find that recidivism is reduced when a convicted felon goes through higher education, except for high 
level sex offenders. Even though reducing recidivism is consistent with the University’s mission there are 
professors that will not teach these types of students. There are also problems with confidentiality 
issues, such as where the data be housed. The University needs the data to query, but on the other hand 
the UW does not want breaches in confidentiality.  
 
Discussion was brought up about students who report “no” when they do fall under this category. From 
conversations with Purdue and the University of Michigan if someone lies about their criminal 
background then the University can dismiss them immediately. If the University never asked the 
question at the beginning then it creates a very long and drawn out process to remove the student. 
However, the chances of actually discovering a lie are hard to determine. A concern was raised that an 
applicant who lies on their application may later create a large problem on campus. 
 
Discussion moved to the topic on residency rules. Prior to 2000, students from out of state could stay in 
Washington for a year then become a resident. That has now changed and there has been an impact; 
the percentage of non-residents applying to the UW has been going down since 2000 and is now 16.4% 
of all applicants. In order to counter this decline the University is experimenting with providing academic 
scholarships to a portion of non-resident applicants in an attempt to stop the slide of admit-to-enroll 
yield of this subgroup. A question was raised asking how the decision is made to enroll a particular 
percentage of domestic and international non-resident students. The decision is made by the president 
and the provost. The thing to remember is that while international students leave to return to their 
home country, domestic non-residents stay in Seattle. During the program year the University will be 
giving away $2.9 million in scholarship money to domestic non-resident students, which is quite low 
compared to the $67million in scholarship funds to in-state residents.  
 
The discussion moved to students from community colleges. The University does not have a great deal 
of data about these students. However, the goal is to have 30% of all undergraduate students come 
from community colleges. The percentage is hard to obtain because the University has only been able to 
maintain the same quantity of community college transfers over time but not able to keep the same 
30% goal. The priority in transfer students are those from community colleges rather than 4-year 
institutions because those students are not being served with a bachelor’s degree. A question was raised 
asking if the University will be keeping data now on that online programs are being run through 
Professional and Continuing Education (PCE). The response is that the University does not have a lot do 
with those programs.  
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The issue of SATs was discussed. It appears that a new SAT test is in development. The senior vice 
president of the College Board, David Collman, has been talking about redesigning the SATs. The goal is 
to have an SAT in which test preparation is actually teaching students and allowing them to learn rather 
than just preparing them for a test. Fabien stated that he was against standardized tests. From 
discussions with high school teachers all they focus on is test preparation. This moves away from a 
holistic educational process. Ballinger stated that the data for the University shows that SAT scores are 
predictive of future academic performance. Discussion ensued about whether SAT scores are predictive 
and valuable enough to outweigh other parts in the application. UW may use SAT scores a bit less than 
other institutions since the review is quite broad, but the UW uses it more than it actually think it does. 
Discussion ensued about using SAT scores and its ability to predict students being successful. The issue 
of subject tests came up which encouraged further discussion.  
 
The University has been using a holistic review process in assessing applicants since 2005 and someday 
will have a review of the current process. The criteria, parameters and outcomes that assess whether 
the review process works are student graduation rates, student retention, academic profile enrollment, 
and diversity makeup.  
 
The topic of AP testing was brought up. The inclusion of AP course credits in a student’s background is 
continuing to grow amongst applicants. The effect is that Washington State is outpacing the nation in AP 
growth and availability throughout high schools in the state. The most effective element of holistic 
review is the increased rigor of the curriculum and of the senior year that students experience. The 
University has found strong evidence that more high schools are providing rigorous courses to students 
to ensure they are competitive enough to be accepted into the UW.  
 
Discussion moved to the topic of math requirements. Because Washington is a community college state 
the University has issues about applicants who meet the University’s math requirements. The UW 
requires a minimum level of calculus-track education which includes two years of algebra and geometry. 
Unfortunately, the UW cannot just use the math requirements for a student who completes an AA/AS 
degree; the University requires more. The minimum mathematics requirement is high and the concern is 
that community college outcomes are lower than UW’s universal math requirement. This forces the 
University to look at two different groups of students when it comes to math. In addition, the UW does 
not provide remedial mathematical courses for incoming students who do not meet the requirements. 
Discussion ensued about the growing gap of the two types of students.  Community colleges want UW 
to lower the bar for mathematical requirements, but the problem is that it would also increase the gap 
between the two types of student.  
 
One question was raised asking if the University will get students who work hard in high school then 
“coast” through college. That issue is tough to tell because sometimes those students are eyeing 
graduate school and not just entering college to graduate with a 4-year degree. Discussion ensued.  
 
One final question was raised about applicants from high schools with few Advanced Placement (AP) 
options. When the University reviews an applicant it knows how many AP classes are offered at that 
school and area able to review how many of those courses the student took. If a student is coming from 
a high school that has only a few AP courses available, but the UW sees that the student took advantage 
of them along with Running Start or other programs, then that balances them out with other students 
who come from schools with a lot of available AP programs. In addition, the University has the ability to 
know how students from different high schools perform at the UW. The question of International 
Baccalaureate (IB) programs came up. The University looks at the course levels between IB, AP and 
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Running Start at the same level, including a new Cambridge program. However, the UW considers the 
full IB diploma differently and with higher regard than just individual courses.  

 
3) Chair’s Report 
Chari Fabien provided an update on the Umbuds search. Fabien went into detail explaining the type of 
person the committee is looking for. Past Umbuds have had a great deal of experience in mediation. 
Fabien also explained that the search committee for the Vice-Provost on Community Life is still 
progressing. 
 
Additional discussion continued about the upcoming graduation ceremony.  
 
4) Report from GPSS and ASUW Representatives 
The GPSS and ASUW representatives were not present so no report was provided.   
 
5) Review of Minutes from March 5, 2013 
Minutes from the March 5, 2013 meeting were approved as amended.  
 
6) New Business 
No new business 
 
7) Adjourn 
The meeting was adjourned by Chair Fabien at 3:00 p.m. 

 

Minutes by Grayson Court, Faculty Council Support Analyst.  gcourt@uw.edu 
 
Present: Faculty:  Fabien (Chair), Schwartz, Berninger, Ezeonwu, Laws, Svircev, Treser 

President’s Designee: Johnson 
Ex-Officio Reps:  Jones Wilies 
Guests: Phillip Ballinger 

 
Absent: Faculty: Burke 

Ex-Officio Reps: Hhanken, Christenberry, Kutz, Scott 
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