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SUBJECT: “W” and “SP” Grade Issues 
 
 During their December 2014 meeting, the Board of Regents approved a modification to 
Board Policy 2:10 Grades and Use of Grade Point Averages to limit the number of “W” grades a 
student can earn to six. To address institutional concerns for adequately tracking student 
accumulation of “W” grades, the Board approved additional changes during the August 2015 
meeting to put in place the “WD,” “WW” and “WFL” grades per the request from the system 
Registrars.  Since this policy change was approved in August, a number of additional questions 
have emerged on the campuses including: 1) how to treat graduate credit that earns a “W” grade; 
2) whether lab sections should receive a “W” grade when aligned with the equivalent course; 3) 
how to treat zero-credit courses; 4) whether dual credit courses should receive a “WD” or 
“WFL” grade; and 5) what processes should be in place for outlining exemption situations.  
Noting that it is very likely that students earning one of the “W” variations at one campus will 
transfer within the system in the near future, a set of guidelines may be necessary to ensure 
consistent application of this policy framework moving forward.  AAC members should be 
prepared to discuss their desired approach for handling these situations and addressing nuances 
that are likely to emerge in the future.  
 
WF Grade Integration 
 

During the May 2015 and June 2015 AAC meetings, the council discussed the request 
from USD to include the use of a “WF” grade as a feature of the new limits.  The intent would be 
to have faculty assign this grade for those students that have never attended a course, or 
withdrew early in the semester, but still remain on the roster.  The institution has found that 
when these instances occur, the registrar is tasked with determining whether the “F” was 
“earned” or as a result of non-attendance on the part of the student.  Issues associated with time 
and effort has been advanced especially when the faculty member is no longer at the 
institution.  The goal of the institution would be to treat the “WF” as an equivalent to an F in all 
respects, with the goal of further simplifying institutional missteps in the process when a “W” 
should have been processed. Currently, institutions that employ the “WF” grade use the 
following guidelines for distinguishing from other grade types.  
 

https://www.sdbor.edu/theboard/agenda/2014/December/III_A2_CommA1214.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/policy/2-Academic_Affairs/documents/2-10.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/theboard/agenda/2015/August/14_BOR0815.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/AAC/documents/5_K_AAC0615.pdf
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When discussed by MOCC, it was noted that this format may not be useful to financial 
aid directors, and members raised concerns about resurrecting a pre-merge grade that was used 
differently across the system.  Additionally, registrars voiced concerns about putting this type of 
grading in the hands of the faculty which could raise confusion resulting from inconsistent 
application across faculty and institutions in the Regental system.  AAC representatives should 
be prepared to discuss their preference for using this type of grade, noting that if added to Policy 
2:10 the expectation would be that institutions would be asked to employ the grade under the 
definition developed.   
 
SP Grade Usage 
 
 The Board of Regents approved the addition of the SP grade to Board Policy 2:10 in 
October 2013 after a series of discussions by AAC (January 2013, April 2013, and June 2013), to 
provide an opportunity for self-paced, competency-based approach to remediation in math.  To 
promote this process, the set of discrete courses offered were collapsed into a single course 
MATH 095, Pre-college Algebra. This course was developed to allow students to enroll for this 
single course for multiple semesters. This change was made to allow students enrolled to 
continue working to develop mastery to do college-level work rather than facing the artificial 
limits imposed when this is segmented.  Math faculty established this as a course that could be 
repeated for credit. At the same time, the faculty require that students stay continuously enrolled 
and that they continue to be making progress until mastery is demonstrated/remedial work is 
completed. As this was discussed in the system, it was recognized that “making progress” is not 
a useful term for financial aid offices and for registrars since these entities are required to 
determine satisfactory academic progress.  
 

To address these concerns, the option of employing an “SP” grade for MATH 095 which 
has been approved as a course that students can enroll in for credit for three successive terms. At 
the time there were two primary grade options that include RS if the course is completed and RU 
if the student was not successful.  However, since it was recognized that it may require some 
students up to three semesters to complete, the SP (Satisfactory Progress) was proposed. 
Operationally, it was agreed that this grade has the attributes of an “I” but it captures the context 
that the course materials does include the materials from three distinct remedial courses. As a 
note, it needs to be understood that this approach was considered and rejected by the faculty and 
by AAC simply because the grade I implies the student did not complete the course because of 
some extenuating circumstance(s) and a set of expectations are immediately applied. That is not 
the case here so an alternate grade, SP (Satisfactory Progress), is proposed. In fact, some faculty 
have been inappropriately assigning I’s to students not completing and it was agreed that this 
process needed to be stopped. 
 

As MOCC was developing agendas for this past academic year, it was noted that an 
evaluation of the use of SP grades would be warranted.  Following an assessment of a number of 
random sections from BHSU, DSU, SDSU, and USD, only a handful of SP grades had been 
assigned.  As a result, a more comprehensive analysis was undertaken to further evaluate the 

https://www.sdbor.edu/theboard/agenda/2013/October/CommA/III_A.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/aac/documents/5.EGradingPoliciesandPracticesforCo-RequisiteRemedialCoursesAAC0213.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/AAC/documents/5.A.1RevisionstoBoardPolicy2-10GradesandUseofGradePointAverageAAC0413.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/AAC/documents/5.A.2RevisiontoBoardPolicy2-10AAC0613.pdf
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grades that are being assigned by institutions that offer the MATH 095 course.  Table 1 below 
depicts the distribution of grades for Fall 2014 and Spring 2015 showing that of the four 
institutions that offer Math 095, only two reported SP grades for students enrolled in the course.  
For DSU section, 25% of the students earned satisfactory progress to warrant earning this grade 
type, while 38% of students at SDSU we awarded the SP grade.   
 

AAC representatives should be prepared to discuss implications for variability in the use 
of the SP grades within the system.  Are other options being used for students at institutions 
where SP grades are not being employed, and should those options be explored?  Additionally, 
what issues are likely to emerge if RU grades are assigned to a student who then pursues an 
intra-Regental transfer after the successful completion of a significant number of the MLP 
modules?  The agreement was to establish a limit of two SP grades per student before an RU 
grade was assigned, also having a potential impact on the way in which “W” grades are assigned 
under the policy revision from last December 2014.  Ultimately, equity issues are likely to 
emerge and potential solutions should be reached with feedback requested from the Math 
Discipline Council.   

 
 

Table 1 
Grade Distribution in MATH 095 in the Regental System during the Fall 2014 and Spring 2015 

Terms 
Institution Fall 2014 Spring 2015 Total 

BHSU (Sections) (16) (9) (25) 

RS 254 103 357 
RU 77 43 120 
 331 146 477 
    

DSU (Sections) (10) (9) (19) 

RS 95 70 165 
RU 56 74 130 
SP 58 39 97 
 209 183 392 
    

SDSU (Sections) (6) (4) (10) 

NR 1 
 

1 
RI 

 
2 2 

RS 113 91 204 
RU 43 22 65 
SP 82 77 159 
 239 192 431 
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USD (Sections) (32) (17) (49) 

RS 157 90 247 
RU 158 81 239 
 315 171 486 
    

System Total 1094 692 1786 
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