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ABSTRACT

The general purpose of the present study was to find out what
effect the ''new' English Fundamgntals.and Basic Writing program
has had on the Students enrolled in the program. Jn order tn pro-
vide bench marks for comparison a large sample of students who
were enrolled in the '"old" program was acquired. Conparisons
between the old and new programs were made concerning: (1) re-
téntion; (2) eligibility to advance to the next Ievél English
composition on the ''transfer track'; and, (3) subsequent enroll-
ment and academic achievement in English 1, non-transfer composition
courses, and other Englfsh courses. Graphic and statistical analyses

along with a summary of findings are included.
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INTRODUCT ION

The English 50.1 (English Fundamentals) and English 50.2 (Basic Writing
Skills) classes were developed in an attempt to improve the effectiveness of
the old English 50 (Grammar and Compogition) program. The consensus among
English instructors was that the old English 50 program was not as effective
as it could have been because it tried to do too many things. The course
outline for English 50 called for the teaching of grammar, literature, and
writing. Instructors experienced difficulty with this approach to teaching
the aforementioned English skills, and as a result, some instructors taught
English 50 as a grammar class while others taught it as a writing class. In
addition, some instructors set very high standards, determined to let only
the '"test' students get to English 1. Other fnstructors. discouraged by high
drop-out rates felt compelled to get as many students as possible into
English I,

The English 50.1 and English 50.2 courses were developed with the hope
that this new program would be more effective at teaching grammar and writing
skills, and thus help students succeed better in English composition classes.
Also, it was believed that the new program would improve retention, give
students more of an opportunity to learn the English skills that would be most
useful and relevant to them and their careers, and better prepare those students
planning on ‘enrolling in English 1 for transfer credit.

The new*program divided the work of the old English 50 class into two
sections: English 50.1 concerned primarily with sentences and their con-
struction; and English 50.2 concerned primarily with the paragraph and its

development. Students scoring in the lowest third of the College English
Placement test were placed in"English 50.1, those scoring in the middle third

in English 50.2

o




There were several advantages that appeared to accrue from having two

courses instcad of one: (1) the focus of each course became clearer (e.g.
inscructors could concentrate on paragraph development); (2) the student
started at his own ability level and worked forward sequentially; (3) the
program was flexible enough so that a student could skip over material he
alrcady knew; (4) the sequential approach made the development of self-
instructional materials possible; (5) morale of instructors improved because
they felt the program was really causing students to learn, their role being
to help students succeed.

At the request of the chairman of the Humanities division, the Office
of Instituticnal Research was asked to conduct a study of the new program.
The gencral purpose of the study was to find out what effect the new courses
have had on the stud:nts enrolled in the program.

A study of éhe old English 50 program conducted by Mr. Bob Fitch showed
that students scoring in the lowest third on the English Expression section
of the Cooperative English tests were generally not electing to go to
English 1, or if they did their academic success in English | was not very
succasgful. What would a study of English 50.1 students reveal? Would they
elect to go on to English 1, and if so would they be more successful than
the English 50 stﬁdeﬁts had been. It was believed that a comparison of the
two groups (;he English 50.1 studcnts and the English 50 students having low

placement test scores) would reveal the answers to the above questions.
*
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Method Section

Selection of Enqlish 50 Sample

Firstly, in order to provide bench marks for comparison it was necessary
to obtain the academic records of those English Sb students who, under the
current English composition program would be placed in English 50.1. It was
found that this objective could be accomplished by acquiring the names and
student numbers of those students who had taken ¢he English Expression section
of the Cooperative English Tests and had received a rew score of 34 or less.

In order to select these individuals it was necessary to search the
placement test files dated 6/19/65 to 6/69. Through the cooperation of Data
Processing, a computer program was written to identify those individuals who
had takcn the English Expression test during the fourth thFough the ninth
month during 1968 and had received a raw score of 34 or less. A total of 818
student names and numbers were selected and printed through the use of this
computer program.

Secondly, the trenscript records of each of these individuals were
manually acquired and scanned in order to identify those stud;nts who had
enrolled in an English 50 course. Of the 818 individuals previously identified,
k17 were found to have enrolled in an English 50 class. The grade for each

of these 417 students was subsequently recorded.

LY
Selection of the English 60.1 Sample

For comparative purposes, it was necessary to randomly sample 417 students
who had enrolled in an English 59.1 class during the Fall Semester, 1970. In
order to accowplish the above objective, the grade reports for all the English

60.1 classes offcred during the Fall Semester, 1970. were acquired. It was

found that a total of 26 classes were offered that semester.
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The sample of 417 English 50.1 students selected for comparison with the
sam~le of English 50 students was acquired by randomly selecting 16 students from
each of 25 English 50,1 classes and 17 from the one remaining class offéred.
Through the use of the grade books on file in the Records 0ffice, the final

course grade for euch of these 417 English 50.1 students was obtained.

Data Analysis and Results

Retention

Engliszh 50 Stuuents

0f the 417 students sampled whu were enroiled.in an English 50 course, 286 or
68.6% earned a grade of A, B, C, D, F, or E {Incomplete); and 131 or 31.4% received
a W (Withdrawal) grade,

English 50.1 §tudents

Of the 417 students sampled who were enrolled in an English 50.1 course, 287
or 68.8% earned a grade of A through E; and 130 or 31.2) received a W grade. 5ze
Figure | for a graphic comparison of retention for the English 50 and 50.1 students

sampied, and Table | for a statistical comparison®.

A
through

n 3
[TV ]
o s @ W @ @ 8 ® @ ® e @ W W = O ®m W W @ W w w @ o
=
© n=131 | 31.0% English 50 NN

‘W

2 n=130 1 31.2% English 5G. l| l
| S I B S |
oK (0o 15 20 5 90 3540 'fj.s—i‘o_fbw [Z] 'zo '75 ('o?;‘io‘?s 10
Percent

Fig. 1. Numbe: and Percent of English 50 and 50.)
students who ‘‘remained' and received a grade of A
through E and those that received a 'Withdrawal'' grade.

% The Chi Square test for two independent groups was employed as a statistical test
(.05 level of confidaice).
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Table |

Statistical Comparison of Retention for the English 50 |
and English 50.1 Students Sampled

Withdrew |Remained Sum

Englisih 5C 131 286 47

croues® English 50.1 130 287 7
Sum 261 573 834

Chi Square 0.00 (not sig. at .05 level)

Eligibility To Advance To The Next
Level Enqlish Composition Course

English 50 Students

Under the ''cld' English composition program a student was required to earn a
grade of C or better in English 50 in order to be eligible to advance to the next
level English compositicii course on the "transfer t-ack!, which. at that time was
English 1.

0f the 286 English 50 students who earned a grade of A, B, C, D, F, orE,
194 or 67.8% were eligihle to advance to English 1, and 92 or 32.2% were not
eligib’e to adyance to English 1.

English 50.1 Students

-

Under the current English composition program the student is required to earn

a grade of B cr better in English 50.1 in order to be eligible to advance to English
50.2 which is the next level English compositior course leading to English 1.

0f the 287 English 50.1 students who earned a grade of A through E, 149 or
51.9% were eligible to advance to English 50.2, and '38 or 48.1% were not

eligible to advance to English 50.2, Figure 2 presents a graphic comparison

-~
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of eligibility to advance to the next level English composition course on the

.if ""transfer track' for the English 50 and 50.1 students sampled. Table 2 presents

a statistical comparison.

Pu—

‘ 68.7%
Eligible
j 51.9%
""""""" Eng. S0 RN "
32,2
Not Eligible . - *Eng. 50,1 ] |

| 48.1%
OF 10 15 20 29 30 35 40 45 50 3560 &5 To 95 S0 €5 90 95 160

Percent

Fig. 2. Proportions of Englisk 50 and 50.1 students
eligible and ineligible to advance to the next

level English composition course on the

"transfer track.

Table 2

Statistical Comparison of Eligibility to Advance:
English 50 and 50.1 Students Sampled

Eligible for F&ot Eligible for
Advancement Advaiicement
English 50 194 ) 92 286
Student 3 . . aDw .
Groups English 50.1 . 149 138 . 287 .
: Sum 343 230 573

Chi Square 14.45 sig. .001 level

Follow-Up Results: English Students Eligible To Advance To The Next
Level English Composition Course On The Transfer Track

-

English 50 Students Eligible For Advancement To English 1

- 0f the 194 English 50 students eligible for advancement to English 1, it was

found that, as of the Fall Semester, 197}, 159 or 82.0% had enrolled in an English 1
: 6
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course. Of thesa 159 students it was found that 2 or 1.3% earned a grade of

A, 35 or 22.0% a grade of B, 72 or 45.3% C's, 18 or 11.3% D's, one or 0.6% an F,
zero E's, and 31 or 19.5% a W grade, Therefore, of the 159 students that
enrolled in English 1, 127 or 79.9% earned a passing grade, one or 0.6% failed
to pass the course, and 31 or 19.5% received « W grade. Furthermore, of

those students that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 109 or 85.8% attained
"successful'" academic achievement, and 19 or 14,8% “unsuccéssful" academic

achievement (s~e Table 3).

Table 3

Follow-Up of Eligible to Advance English 50 Students
Who Enrolled in English |.

Enrolled Grades : ' ]
English | Earned | Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
4‘ : |
A 2 1.3% '
M'Successful
127 1 Achievement''
B . 35 22.0% '
159 A ,| Passed or . 109 or 85.2%
i ’ Aﬂ 79.9% ’
or 82.0% c 72 1 b5.3% '
]
of '9‘& s
Eligible D 18 11.3% ' ""Unsuccessful
To ! 1 Achievement"
Advance Did Not Pass :
F 1 0.6% 1 or 0.6% + 19 or 14,8%
1
Academic Achievement
E 0 0% | Unknown 0 or 0%
1 v 31 19.5% |Withdrew 31 or 19.5%

* Proportions of "successful'' and "unsuccessiul'' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

% The records of two of the 194 English 50 (eligible to advance to English 1)
students were not found dyring the follow-up conducted in the Fall, 1971,

v USuccessful'' academic achievement was operationally defined as having earned
a grade of A, B, or C and '‘unsuccessful'' achievement &s having earned a
grade of D or F.




In addition, it was found that one or 0.5% of the 194 English 50 students
eligible to advance had, as of the Fall Semester, 1971, enrolled in another 3
unit English composition course (English 51) and earned a grade of B%.

Also, it was found that one or 0.5% of these'|9h students had enrolled in
another English course®™: and received a W grade; and 3) or 16.0% had not enrolled
in an English course subsequent to their enrollment in English 50.

English 50.1 Students Eligible for Advancement.to English 50.2

Of the 149 English 50.1 students eligible for advancement to English 50.2,
it was found that, as of the Spring Semester, 1972, L4 or 29.5% had enrolled in
an English 1 course. Of the 44 who enrolled in English 1 it was observed that
4 or 9.1% earned a grade of A; 10 or 22,7% a grade of B; 14 or 31.8% C's; 1 or
2.3% D's, zero F's; one or 2.3% E's, and 14 or 31.8% a W grade. Therefore, of
the 44 students that enrolled in English 1, 29 or 65.9% earned a passing grade,
one or 2.3% an E, and 14 or 31.8% received a W grade. Furthermore, of those
students that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 28 or 96.5% attained '‘success-
fuld academic achievement and 1 or 3.%% "unsuccessful'' academic achievement

(see Table 4).

% Passing English 51 in addition to English 50 would fulfill the 6 unit English
composition graduation requirement.

#% vAnother English course'' was operationally defined as any English course other
than an English ''composition' ccurse.
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Table 4

Follow-Up of Eligible to Advance English 50.1 Students
Who Enrolled in English |

Enrolled Grades
English 1 Earned| Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
' ]
A b 9.19 '
.1''Successful
29 1 Achievement'':
B . 10 22.7% '
Ly J Passed or  28Bor 96.6%
. ' :
or 29.5% c 14 31.8% 65.9%
. ]
of 149 '
Eligible D ! 2.3% ""Unsuccessf:i
To Advance + Achievement:'
Did Not Pass
F 0 0% 0 or 0% i+ lor 3.4%
. - .
Academic Achievement
E ] 2.3% | Unknown lor 2.3%
v s 31.8% | Withdrew 14 or 31.8%

* Proportions of "successful" and '"unsuccessful'' academic achievement

based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

In addition, it was found that 70 or 47.0% of the 149 Engliish 50.1 students
eliéible to advance had, as of the Spring Semester, 1972, enrolled in another 3
unit English composition course, Concerning academic achievement it was found
that 6 or 8.6% of these 70 students had earned A's, 14 or 20.0% B's, 19 or
27.1% C's, 7 or 10.0% D's, one or 1.4% F, one or 1.U% E, and 22 or 3 4% W's.
Thus, of the 70 students who enrolled.in arother English composition course, 46
or 65.7% earned a passing grade, one or 1.4% an F, one or 1.4% an E, and 22 or
31.4% received a W grade. Of those students that earned a grade of A, B, C, D,
or F, 39 or 83.0% attained "successful'" academic achievement and 8 or 17.0%

"unsuccessful' academic achievement (see Table 5).

* Passing another 3 unit English Composition course in addition to English 50.1

would fulfill the 6 unit English composition graduation requirement.

o




Table §

Follow-Up Results of Eligible to Advance English 50.1
Students who Enrolled in Another English Composition

Course
Enrolled In | Grades '
Another Eng. | Earned | Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
Comp. Course *
A 6 8.6% '
''Successful
L6 , Achievement'™:
B 14 20.0% '
70 ' TPassed or 39 or 82.0%
‘ - . .
or 47.0% c 19 27.1% 65.7%
14 ;
_'. D 7 10.0% '"Unsuccessful
Eligible v 1 Achievement"
Did Not Pass
F 1 1.% 1 1 or 1.4% 4 8or 17.0%
[ ]
"] Academic Achievement
E 1 1.4% | Unknown 1 or 1.4%
W 22 31.4% ' Withdrew 22 or 31.4%

* Proportions of '"successful'' and "unsuccessful'' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

Also, it was found that of the 149 English 50.1 students eligible to advance,

one or 0.7% enrolled in another English course and received a W grade; and 34 or

22.8% of the 149 students had not enrolled in an English course subsequent to

their enrolliment in English 50.1,

Summary: Graphic and Statistical Comparison of English 50 and

English 50.1 Students Eligible for Advancement to the Next Level

English Composition Course on the Transfer Track

Enroliment in English 1

Comparing enrellment in English 1 across English 50 and 50.1 students

eligibie to advance, it was found that 159 or 82% of the 194 English 50 students,

enrolled in English 1, compared to 4l or 29.5% of the 149 English 50.1 students.

0f these students, 79.9% of the English 50 students passed Englisk 1 and 0.6%

.«!Q
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failed compared to 65.9% passed and 0% failed for the English 50.1 students.
g: 0f those students that received a grade of A through F in English 1, 85.2% of
the English 50 students attained ''successful'' academic achievement compared to

96.6% of the English 50.1 students (see Figure 3).

C AN g g 9
Enrolled In £ 82%
English 1 ng. 50
1 29.5% gng “5001 |
Passed 79.%
English 1 | 65.9%
0,
"Successful'! 85.2%
Academic r
Achievement ' = 9?'64 |
o5t lf 3035303‘5_'_'?'5‘_5‘31'7'—5‘6"73"5‘6'*‘4—9"«04 o 0 &5 5O Y5 7005 100
. Percent .
Fig. 3. Proportions of English 50 and 50.1 students 1
(' eligible to advance to the next level English Composition
course who enrolled in English 1, passed English 1, and

. attained ''successful'' academic achievement.

Table 6

A Comparison Between English 50 and Engiish 50,1 Students
Eligible for Advancement to the Next Level English Com-
position Course as a Function of Enrollment in English 1
and Academic Achievement

. Group
Academic Status Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
3 % % Diff. gt
Enrolled in
English 1 82% 29.5% 52.5% 9,90
Passed English 1 79.9% 65.9% 14.0% 1.94*
"*Successful"

Academic Achievement 85.2% 96.6% ~=11.4% 1,65

% ' - * Not significant at the..05 level of confidence.
: *% Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.




Enrollment in Another English Composition Course

1’ Concerning enrolliment in another English composition course it was found
that 1 or 0.5% of the 194 English 50 students compared to 70 or 47.0% of the
149 English 50.1 students had enrolled in another English composition course.

?

B

)

t.—’ _ It was also observed that the English 50 student "successfully'' passed English
l 51. Regarding the English 50.1 students, 65.7% passed and 83,0% attained

""'successful' academic achievement in another English composition course (see

Figure &),

L Enl‘o”ed In i 0.5(% ' Eng. 50 51
Another English
Comp. Course 1 47.0% Eng. 50.1 [__|
T00%
Passed

gy

- MSuccessful®

Academic

Achievement | 83.0%

| N N N N D B Y SN G DU N R NN G SRR N S N |

O©5 10 15 202530 35 9045 50 5540 &5 D0 75 80 €5 90 95 (0D
Percent

Fig. 4. Proportions of English 50 and 50.1 students
eligible to advance to the next level English composi-
tion course on the transfer track who enrolled in
another English composition course, passed the course,
and attained '"'successful'' academic achievement.

s Table 7
A Comparison Between English 50 and English 50.1 Students
Eligible for Advancement to the Next Level English Composi=-
tion Course as a Function of Enrollment in Another English
Composition Course

Group
Eng. 50 Eng.50.1

P Academic Status % % Diff. i 4
'{Z Enrolled in Another
English Comp. Course '0.5% 47.0% ~46.5% 8.465%*

& % Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.

<)
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Enrollment in Another English Course

{f . It was found that )| or 0.5% of the 194 English 50 students and 1 or 0.7%
of the 149 English 50.1 students enrolled in another English course. Both of

these students received a grade of W.

)
?
t-—' ' Did not Enroll in an English Course Subsequent to

T I

Enrollment in English 50 or English 50.]

It was observed that 31 or 16.0% of the 194 English 50 students and 3L or
22.8% of the 149 English 50.1 students did not enroll in an English course

subsequent to their enrollment in English 50 or 50.1 (see Figure 5).

Enrolled In i 0.5%
Another
- English Course ] 0.7%
Did Not Enroll @ 16. 0% Eng. 50 |HEEN
In Another .
English Course | 22.8% Eng. 50.1 [ ]
I N N B N D Y |
( 65 10 15 30 zssossqonoos.&eb 65 bﬂ;uoh‘m’ %m
Percent
Fig. 5. Proportions of English 50 and 50.)
students eligible to advance to the next level
English composition course who: (1) enrolled, in
another English course; and (2) did not enroll
in another English course.
Table 8
; A Comparison Between English 50 and English 50.1 Students
; -Who Were Eligible for Advancement to the Next Level .
; English Composition Course but Did Not Enroll in Another
English Course
Group
Academic Status Eng.50 Eng.50.1
: % % . Diff. N
Did Not Enroll '
In An English 16, 0% 22.8% 6.8 1.40%
i Course -
g (m: %* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
xfa‘l f“.? 13
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- Table 9

Flow Chart Summary of English 50
And 50.1 ‘Students Eligible To Advance
ENGLISH 50
Eligible to
Advance
n=]94::
. v — .
Enrolled Eng.] Eng. 5! Another Eng. No. Eng.
. n=159 n=| Course n=31
In 1 82.0% 0.5% ' n=)  0.5% 16.0%
=127 n=| . n=0
Passed
79.9% |iI? OT
Successful n=109 . n=1 . n=0" .
Academic
Achievement 85.8% 100% 0%
* Records not found for 2 or 1%. /
ENGL1SH 50.1
Eligible to |
Advance
n=14
2 v . )
Enrolled Eng. 1| Eng. 50.2 or Another Eng. No. Eng.
. n= 61 n=70 Course n=34
In 29.5% 47.0% . n=1 l,0.7% 22.8%
' n=29 . =6 | n=0
Passed
| 65.9% 65, 7% 0%
Successful l n=28 ) 'n=39 n=0
- Academic
“Achievement | 96.6% 83.0% 0%
14
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Follow=Up Results: Enqglish Students Ineliqible to Advance to the
i Next Level English Composition Course on the Transfer Track

English 50 Students Ineligible for Acvancement to English |

0f the 91 students who received a jrade of D or F in English 50 and thus
were ineligible to advance to English 1, it was found that 18 or 19.8% of these
students enrolled in English 1| inspite of their ineligibility. Concerning
academic achievement in English 1, none of these 18 students earned an A grade,
one or 5.6% earned a grade of B, 5or 27.8% earned C's, 5 or 27.8% earned D's,
and 7 or 38.9% received a W grade. Therefore, of the 18 students who enrolled
in English 1, 11 or 61.1% earned a passing grade and 7 or 38.9% received a W
grade. Of those that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 6 or 54,5% attained
“ﬁuccessful“ academic achieveﬁent and § or U5.5% ";nsuccessful" academic

achievement (see Table 10).

Table 10
’ { Follow=Up of ""ineligible' English 50 Students Who
' Enrolled in English |
Enrolled Grades
English | Earned | Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
' ]
A 0 0% 4l '
4"Successful
11 1 Achievement''*
B . ] 5-5% . ]
18 _JPassed or 4 ¢ orsy 5y
: .
or 19.8% c 5 27.8% 61.1%
R '
of 91 . ' )
Cqikl D 5 27.8% "Unsuccessful
Ineligible v 1 Achievement'!
Did Not Pass :
F 0 0% 0 or 0% 1 5 orlhs, 5%
[ ]
-} Academic Achievement
E 0 0% Unknown 0 or 0%
¢ o 7 38.9% |Withdrew 7 or 38.9%

* Proportions of "'successful" and ""unsuccessful'' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

e
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Passing English | Qas not the only Avenuc an English 50 student could take
in order to fulfill the graduation réqulrement of six units of English composition.
The alternate route that was available to the English 50 student for acquiring
three more units of English composition, was English 51,

0f the 91 students ineligible to advance to English I it was found that 16
or 17.6% enrolled in English 51. Of these 16 students none earned an A ora$@
grade, 9 or 56.3% earned a grade of C, 2 or 12.5% earned D's, and 5 or 31.2%
received a W grade, Therefore, of the I6_studeﬁts who enrolled in English 51,
11 or 68.8% earned a passing grade and § or 31.2% received a W grade. Of those
that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 9 or 81.8% attained "successful' academic

achievement and 2 or 18.2% attained "unsuccessful' academic achievement (see Table 11).’

Table 11

Follow-Up of Ineligible to Advance English 50 Students
Who Enrolled in English 51

Enrolled Grades R
| English 61 [Earned| Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
A |
A 0 0% '
''Successful
11 1 Achievement''
B 0 0% '
16 _iPassed or 4 9 or8).8%
; ' ' ’
or 17.6% c 9 56.3% 68.8% ,
]
of 91 '
treligible 0 2 12.5%, "Unsuccessful
. v 1 Achievement'
- | Did Not Pass : .
. F o 0% 0 or 0% i 2 orl8.2%
. [}
Academic Achievement
E 0 0% | Unknown 0 or 0%
W 5 31.2% |Withdrew 5 or 31.2%

% Proportions of "successful'' and "unsuccessful'' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, 8, C, 0, orF.
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In addition, of the 91 English 50 students ineligible to advance to
English 1, 13 or 14,3% enrolled in another English course. Of these 13 students,
2 or 15.4% earned A's, four or 30.8% earned B's, one or 7.7% received a C, 2 or
15.4% D's, and 4 or 30.8% received a W grade. 1hu§ of the 13 students who
enrolled in another £ng'ish course, 9 or 69.2% passed and 4 or 30.8% received
a W grade. Of those students that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 7 or 77.8%
attainel "successful' academic achievement and 2 or 22,2% 'unsuccessful''

academic achievement (see Table 12). .

Table 12

Follow-Up of tneligible to Advance English 50 Students
Who Enrolled in Another English Course

* Proportions of 'successful' and ''unsuccessful' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

Furthermore, 30 or 33.0%,of the 91 ineligible to 2dvance to English | students
repeated English 50. Of these 30 students, 22 or 75 % passed the second time

around, § or 16.7% failed, and 3 or 10.0% withdrew. It was also found that 14 or

:‘DS V7

< TR S e b Ve t

. / -
Enrolled In |Urades :
Another Eng.|Earned| Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
Course : ; '
. A 2 15.4% | '
*'Successful
9 1 Achievement''s
[ 4 30.8% '
13 JPassed or 4 7 or 77.8%
. .
or 14.3% c | 7.7% 69.2%
N
of 91 '
Ineligible 0 2 15.4% "Unsuccessful
\ 4 1 Achievement''
Did Not Pass "
F 0 0% 0 or 0% v 2 or 22,2%
[]
_ Academic Achievement
E Y 0% Unknowsn 0 or 0%
3 v " b 30.8% |withdrew 4 or 30.8%

R
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15.4% of the 91 ineligible to advance to English | students did not subsequently
enroll in any other English course.

English 50.! Students Ineli~ible to Advance to English 50.2

In spite of their ineligibility to advance to English 50.2 or English |
after completing English 50.1, cwo or 1.5% of the 135 "ineligible" 50.1 studénts
enrolled in English i and earned a B grade. Furthermore, four or 3.0% of the
135 "ineligible' English 50.7 students earolled in English | after completing
and attaining a ''successful'' academic grade in English 50.2., However, all four

of thers students :eceived a \' grade in English | (see Table 13).

Table 13

Follow-Up of Ineligible to Advance English 50.1 Students
Who Enrolled in English | .

Enrolled Grades -
| English 1 | Earned | Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC _ACHIEVEMENT

w | T

''Successful
2 1 Achievement!'
B : 2 33.3% '
6 ‘JPassed or ; 2 or33.3%
: .
or 4.4% c 0 0% 33.3%
. '
of 135 : '
|ne|igib|e D 0 0% 1""Unsuccessful
i?‘ t Achievement'
Did Not Pass
F 0 C% 0 or 0% i 0 or 0%
1
. | Academic Achievement
E 0 0% Unknown 0 or 0%
£ ' a
W b 66.7% | Withdrew 4 or 66.7%

* Proportions of "succe:sful' and "‘unsuccessful' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.

Under the current English composition program the student has more options
for fulfilling the six unit English composition graduation requirement than he

did under the ''old'" program, For instance, after completing English 50.1 the six
18




unit graduation requirement can be accomplished by passing either English 50.2

or English 61 (Language and Literature).

Of the 135 students who zceived a grade of C, D, or F in English 50.1 and

thus were ineligible to advance to English 50.2 or |, it was found that 69 or

51.1% of these students enrolled in either English 50.2 or 61. Of these 69

students, three or 4.3% earned A's, 18 or 26.1% earned B's, 20 or 29.0% C's, 9

or 13.0% D's, 3 or 4.3% F's, zero E's, and 16 or 23.2% a grade of W.

Therefore,

of the 69 students who enrolled in either EngliSh 50.2 or 61, 50 or 72.5% earned

a passing grade, 3 or 4.3% failed, and 16 or 23.2% received a W grade.
students that earned a grade of A, B, C, D, or F, 41 or 77.4% attained "'successful"

academic achievement and 12 or 22.6% ''unsuccessful'' academic achievement (see Table 14).

Table 14

Follow-Up of Ineligible to Advance English 50.1 Students
Who Enrolled in English 50.2 or English 6}

knroiled In

0f those

Grades
[Eng.50.20r6) | Earned | Frequency| Percent ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
]
A 3 L. 3% ﬂk '
'Successful
50 , Achievement'"
B 18 26.1% '
69 | Passed or 4 “Wlor 77.4%
. ' )
or 51.1% c 20 29.0% 72.5%
| J—
of 135 '
iqibl 9 13.0% i"'Unsuccessful
Ineligible \ - \ 4 1 Achievement"'
_ Y Did Not Pass
: F 3 L,3% 3ork.3% , 12 or 22.6%
I |
. Academic Achievement
E 0 0% Unknown 0 or 0%
W 16 23.2% | Withdrew 16 or 23.2%

-

* Proportions of ''successful" and ‘'unsuccessful'' academic achievement
based on total number of students earning a grade of A, B, C, D, or F.




Additionally, of the 135 English 50.1 students ineligible to advance to
English 50.2 or 1 it was found that 5.or 3.7% enrolled in another English
course, Of these 5 students, none earned an A grade, 4 earned a grade of B,
and one or 20.0% a grade of C. Thus, of the 5 students who enrolled in
another English course, all 5 or 100% earned a passing grade operationally
defined as "suc;essful” acalemic achievement,

It was also observed that 52 or 38.5% of the 135 ineligible to advance

to English 50.2 or | students had not enrolled in another English course at

the time the follow-up was carried out™,

Summary: Graphic and Statistical Comparison of 1
English 50 and 50.1 Students lneligible for Advancement
to the Next Level English Composition Course on

the Transfer Track

EnrolIment in English |

Comparing.enrdllment in English 1 across English 50 and 50.1 students
ineligible to advance, it was found that 18 or 19.8% of the 91 English 50

students enrolled in English 1, compared to 6 or 4,5% of the 135 English 50.1

students. Of these students 61.1% of the English 50 students passed and none
failed, compared to 33.3% passed and 0.0% failed for the English 50.1 students.
Furthermore, of those students that received a grade of A through E in

English 1, 54.5% of the English 50 students attained “sucéessful" academic

achievement compared to 100% of the English 50.! students (see Figure 6). : - i

rg

* The records of three of the 135 English 50.1 students ineligible to advance to
English 50.2 or | were not found during the follow-up conducted in the Spring,
1972,
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Enrolled In 19.8% Eng. 50 [EEXEN

English |

Passed
English |
l'Successfuln m‘.’.“vﬁmmﬁl”"- -
Academic )
Achievement 100%
i 1 1 3 1 I | i 19 ] [ 1 | [l i 1 1 1
05 10 15 g0 Q5 30 35 4D 45 5C 55 &0 65 Mo 79 80 85 90 75 lod

Percent

Fig. 6. Proportions of English 50 and 50.1
students ineligible to advance to the next level
English composition course who enrolled in English
1, passed English 1, and attained ''successful"
academic achievement.

Table 15

A Comparison Between English 50 and English 50.1 Students
ineligible for Advancement to the Next Level English
Composition Course as a Function of Enrollment in English
| and Academic Achievement

Group
Academic Status Eng. 50 Eng.50.1
% % Diff. ng

Enrolled in .

English | 19.8 4.5 15.3 3,64
Passed English | 61.1 33.3 27.8 1.09%

""Successful! Academic . -
Achievement 54.5 100.0 4s.5 0.89*

* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
** Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.

Enrollment in Another English Composition Course

Regarding enrollment in another English composition course it was found

that 16 or 17.6% of the 91 English 50 students compared to 69 or 51.1% of the

135 English 50.1 students had enrolled in another English composition course.




) 0f these students 68.8% of the English 50 students passed and none failed,
{ compared to 72.5% passed and 4.4% failed for the English 50.1 students. It
was also observed that 81.8% of those English 50 students that received a
grade of A through F attained ''successful'' academic achievement compared to

77.4% of the English 50.1 students (see.Figure 7.

Enrolled In E—E 17.6% Eng.50 g
Another English .

Comp. Course ] 51.1% Eng.50.) [:::]

68.8%
Passed

1 72.5%

"Syccess ful” L i ‘ ; 81.8%

Academic .
Achievement . 1 77.4%
T S s I et e s S ¥ W55 Teo
Percent

Fig. 7. Proportions of Engiish 50 and 50.1
students ineligible to advance to the next level
English composition course on the transfer track
who enrolled in another English composition
course, passed the course, and attained ''successful'
academic achievement.

Table 1§ .

A Comparison Between English 50 and 50.1 Students
Ineligible for Advancement to the Next Level English

. Composition Course on the Transfer Track as a
Function of Enrollment in Another English Composition
Course and Academic Achievement

Group
Academic Status Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
% % Diff. ngn
Enrolled In Another
English Comp. Course 17.6% 51.1% -33.5% 5,00
Passed _ 68.8% 72.5% -3.7% 0.29*
__Successful 81.8% 77.4% =4, 4% 0.31*

* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
“~ Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.

22

20




Enroliment In Another English Course

It was found that 13 or 14.3% of the 91 English 50 students and 5 or 3.7%
of the 135 English 50.1 students enrolled in another‘English course. O0f these

students 69.2% of the English 50 students passed compared to 100% of the J

|

5

?

t" English 50.1 students. In addition, of those students that received a grade of
A through F, 77.8% of the English 50 students attained ''successful' academic

achievement compared to 100% for the English 50.1 students (see Figure 8).

) <

| Enrolled In [EZo0M 14.3% Eng. 50
Another English

Course | ] 3.7% Eng. 50.) E:::]

25 T T T, |
69.2%
Passed
100%
"Successful" il l - 77.8%
Academic |
Achievement 100% ]

( PR NN NN WS SN NN SHN SN SN NV S SUNE N SN S N N |
. 05 10 15 2¢ 25 30 35 40 A5 B0 3540 ¢85 o 75 80 $5 9095 (@
Percent
" Fig. 8. Proportions of English 50 and 50.1 students
ineligible to advance to the next level English
composition course who enrolled in another English
course, passed the course, and attained ''successful'

academic achievement.

Table 17

A Comparison Between English 50 and 50.1 Students

. Ineligible for Advancement to the Next Level English
Composition Course as a Function of Enrollment in
Another English Course and Academic Achievement

§ Group
Eng. 50 Eng., 50.1
; Academic Status % % Diff. g
Another Course 14.3% 3.7% - 10.6% 2,86
t; Passed _QQJZ% 100% -30.8% V.27
g Successful 77.8% 100% -22.2% 1, Ol |

* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence. :
*% Significant beyond the .05 '2{?' of confidence. 3
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id Not Enroll In An English Course Subseguent

)

o Enrollment In English 50 or English 50.1

-

It was found that 14 or 15.4% of the 91 English 50 students and 52 or 38.5%
of the 135 English 50.1 students did not enroll in an English course subsequent

to their enrollment in English 50 or 50.1 (see Figure 9).

Did Not @ 15.4% Eng. 50 |EENN

Enroll In An
| 38.5%

English Course
a0 25 50 35 #D 45 ; 700
Percent

Fig. 9. Proportions of English 50 and 50.]
students who did not enroll in an English course.

Table 18

A Comparison Between English 50 and 50.1 Students

Ineligible for Advancement to the Next Level English :
Composition Course as a Function of ''Did not enroll
in an English Course',

Group
Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1 : . - - .-
Academic Status % % - Diff. ngn
Did Not Enroll In
An Erglish Course 15.4% ~ 38.5% 23.1% 3,724

** Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.
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Enrolled

in

Passed

Successful
Academic
Achievement

Enrolled

In

Passed

Successful

- . Academic

Achievement

And 50.1 Students Ineligible to Advance

Table 19

Flow Chart Summary of English 50

Eng. |
n=18
19.8%

n=11

61.1%

n=

54.5%

v

Eng. |
n=6

b.5%

by

~

n=2

33.3%

n=2

33.3%

I

* Records not found for 3 or 2.2%

ENGLISH 50
Ineligible
to Advance
n=91
Engyzsl I»\nothelrEng. Ne. Eng.
n=16 Course n=14
17.6% * ln=13  14.3% 15.4%
n=11 n=9
68.8% 69.2% Repeated
Eng. 50
n=50 33.0%
n= n=
81.8% 77.8%
ENGLISH 50.1
Ineligible
to Advance
n=]3 3
Eng. 50.20r Another Eng. No. Eng.
61 n-68 Course n=52
51.1% n=5 3.7% . 38.5%
n=50 =5
72.5% ITI%
n=4] n=5
'77.W% 100%
23 25

e s -




T |

Follow=-Up Results: A Graphic And Statistical Comparison of All English
50 and 50,1 Students Who Did Not Withdraw and Received a Grade of A
Through € (Incomplete)

Enrollment In English 1 or Another English Composition Course

Inspection of Tables 20 and 21 shows that of the 286 English 50 students who
received a grade of A through E, 177 or 61.9% enrolled in English 1. In comparison,
of the 287 English 50.1 students in this same category 50 or 17.4% enrolled in
English 1, 1t was also found that 17 or 5,9% of these English 50 stpdents enrolled
in another English composition course compared to 139 or 48.4% of the English 50.1
students.

In addition, if one combines the number of English 50 and 50.1 students who
enrolled in English 1 or another English compositién course it is found that 67.8%
of the English 50 students enrolled in an English composition.course compared to

65.8% of the English 50.1 students.

Table 20

A Comparison Between All English 50 and English 50.1 Students
Who Received a Grade of A through E as a Function of Subsequent
Enroliment in Engiish | and Another English Composition Course.

Group
. Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
Academic Status % % Diff. nen
Enrolled In *
English 1 61.9% 17.4% Ly, 5% 10.86%
Enrolled In
~ Another English
Composition Course 5.9% L8.4% -42.5% 11,48
Total Enrolled In
An English Composi-
tion Course 67.8% 65.8% 2.0% 0.51%

% Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
“% Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.
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Table 21
Flow Chart Summary of All

English 50 and English 50.1 Students Who
Received a Grade of A through E

ENGLISH 50

n=286

v v v v
Eng. | Eng. 51 Another Eng. No. Eng.
n=177 n=17 Course n=45
61.9% 5.9% n=14 L.9% 15.7%
n=138 n=12 n=9 ‘
T v
78.0% 70.6% 64.3% Repeated
Eng. 50
. l | - |n=30 _ 10.5%
n=11§ n=10 l | =7 I
83.3% 83.3% 77.8% | !
ENGLISH 50,1 -
n=287 l ‘
Eng. 1 I Eng 56’g;or . Another Eng.‘ No. Eng. 1
* n=50 61 n=139 | Course. n=86
17.4% L8 4% . n=6 2.1% 30.0%
n=31 =% | n=5 |
62.0% L 69.1% 83.3% -
n=30 n=80 n=5 f
96.8% 83.3% 100% | 2
- e



Academic Achievement In English | or Another English Composition Course

Again, inspection of Tables 21, 22, and 23 reveals that 78.0% of the
English 50 students who enrolled in English | passed compared to 62.0% of the
50.1 students. In addition, of those English 50 students who passed English |
83.3% attained successful academic achiévement compared to 96.8% of the
English 50.1 students.

Concerning academic achievement in another English composition course it
was found that 70.6% of the English 50 students passed compared to 69.1% of
the English 50.1 students. Of these students 83.3% of the tnglish 50
students attained successful academic achievement Compared to 83.3% of the

English 50.1 students.

Table 22

A Commarfson Between All English 50 and English 50.1 Students
- Who Received a Grade of A through E as a Function of Academic
{ Achievement in English | and Another English Composition Course.

Group
Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
Academic Status % % _ Diff. i
Passed English | 78.0% 62.0% 16.0% 2,265
Passed Another ’
Eng. Comp. Course 70.6% 69.1% -1.5% 0.10*

* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
* Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.

Tabie 23
A Comparison Between All English 50 and English 50.1 Students

Who Received a Grade of A through E as a Function of Academic g
Achievement in English 1 and Another English Composition Course.

Group
Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
Academic Status % % Diff. "
Successful Academic :
Achievement = Eng.! * 83.3% 96.8% 13.5% 1.90%

Successful Academic
Achievement In Another
Eng. Comp. Course. 83.3% 83.3% - -

* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence,

28

Pa¥a)
<6




Enrol Iment In Another English Course

Inspection of Tables 21 and 24 shows that of the 286 English 50 students who
- received a grade of A through E, h.9%'enrolled in another English course. |In
comparison, 2.1% of the 287 English 50.1 students enrolled in another English
course. It was also found that 15.7% of these 286 English 50 students did not
enroll in another English course compared to 30.0% of the 287 English 50.1 students,
Table 24
A Comparison Between All English 50 and English 50.1 Students

Who Received a Grade of A through E as a Function of Subsequent
EnrolIment in Another English Course.

Group
Academic Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
Acnievement % % Diff. nen
Enrolled iIn
Another Eng. L.9% 2.1% 2.8% 1.87*
4 Course
} Did Not Enroll .
In An English 15.7% 30.0% . -14,3% L, 08
Course
* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
** Significant beyond the .05 level of confidence.
} (”
Academic Achievement In Another English Course
0f those English 50 students who enrolled in another English course, 64,3%
passed compared to 83.3% of the English 50.1 students. In addition, 77.8% of
these English 50 students attained successful academic achievement compared to
100% of the English 50.1 students (see Tables 21 and 25)..
Table 25
A Comparison Between All English 50 and English 50.1 Students
Who Regeived a Grade of A through E as a Function of Academic
Achievement in Another English Course.
— Group
Academic Eng. 50 Eng. 50.1
Achievement % % Diff, e
Passed Another
__English Course 64.3% 83.3% =19.0% 0.79*
Successful s .
. Academic Achieve-
(' ment In Another 77.8% 100% -22,2% T.0L
-~ English Course
* Not significant at the .05 level of confidence.
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Summary Of Findings

The results of the present study suggeét that retention in English composition
courses has not increased since the initiation of the ''new' English composi-
tion program.

Under the ''new' English composition program significantly* more ;tudents were
ineligible to advance to the next level English composition course on the
transfer track than were students under the old program.

Significantly fewer students '‘eligible to advance' to the next leve) English
composition course on the transfer track enrolled in English 1 under the
""new'' program, '

Those ''eligible to advance' students who did enroll in English 1 under the
new program did not appear to attain a passing grade more frequently than
students enrolled in English 1 under the ''old'" program.

Under the ''new' English composition program ‘'eligible to advance'' students
who attained a passing grade in English | did ,so with a higher proportion of
grades in the A through C range than did students under the '"old'" program,
Significantly more '"eligible to advance' students enrolled in “another"
English composition course under the ''new' program.

Concerning the category ''Did not enroll in an English coursea'' the percentage
difference between ''eligible to advance' students under the new program and
the old program was not statistically significant,

Under the old program significantly more of the '"ineligible to advance'
students enrolled in English 1.

Under the new program significantly more ''ineligible to advance' students
enrolled in "another' English composition corrse.

Under the ''old'' program significantly more ineligible to advance' students
enrolled in "another' English course.

Under the new program significantly more ""ineligible to advance' students did
not enroll in an English course subsequent to their enrollment in English 50.1.

A comparison between all (a combination of both eligible and ineligible to advance
students) English 50 and English 50.1 students showed that:

Significantly fewer students under the '‘new' English composition program
enroll in English 1,

Significantly more students under the ''new' program enrolled in another English
composition course.

-

* The word "significantly'" was used when the percentage difference in the comparison

was statistically significant at the .05 level of confidence.
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The total percentage of students enrolled in an Enqlish composition course
under the ''new'' program has not increased.

Significantly more students under the ""old' program passed English |,

There appears to be no significant difference between the '"old'"' and ''new'
programs in the percentage of students who passed another English

composition course,

Students who passed English 1 under the ''new' program did so with a higher
proportion of grades in the A through C range than did students under the
""old'' program,

Students who passed another English composition course under the !''new'
program received about the same grades as did students under the ‘'‘old"
program,

There appears to be no significant difference between '"old'" and ''new'
programs in the percentage of students who enrolled in another English
course, however it appears that under the ''new' program there was a
smaller total percentage of studerts re-enrolling in an English course
subsequent to their enrollment in Erglish 50,1,
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L AppEND 1%

| . During the course of the lata analysis a question arose
as to the reliability of the random sample of English 50.1
students. Therefore, an analysis was conducted using all
students in all 50.1 classes offered during the Fall Semester,
1970. A comparison between the random sample and all 50.1

students is presented below.

{T. . Percent Earning Percent
: Grade A Eligible for
Number Through E Advancement

Random Sample 47 68.8% 51.9%

All 50,1 Students 805 67.7% . 52.1% %




