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Ih;s study repérts on test gerfarmahse and grades earnéd by students )
taking - Develégméntal Communications 20 -in the Fall 1980 semester Tests:

' ~given were a Reading Comprehension: (TASK) and a Vacabulary test, both.
given durlng the first week of the 5emester and again at,the end of the'
semester. Data were‘fufnlshed by faculty éf the Develggmental Eammunlcatlans

Dgpartment f u

N 3 .

Fallnwing are some Qbservatlons cn the fiﬂﬂ;ngs of the studyi_ ot

(1) 137 studentg (1@3 day, 3& evenlng) Enroll®; 1- P.C. 20 durlng ‘Fall
1980. 72 of these. (53%) :Qmpleted the sem ster and @btalned a flnal
graae Df A, E C, D, or F. <




(5)

(6)

(7)

;55 students taak the Reaalﬂg ﬁeét at bgth admlnlstratlans. P:E~test o
mean raw score was 44.1° (apprgximate grade level 7. 3), pastete st

' 56 students took the Vocabulary tegt'a
"testumean raw score was 70.8; post-test mean raw sgore was 112.2.

'ggaée level eagned grades avera

xV@Eabulary and Raaﬂlﬂg tests sh
.. ing that in large part the twiJ

mean raw score was 51 1 (appr@xlmate g*aae level B. B)

bath admx;}étratlgns. d?re~
b

Maxlmum raw sqore was 150, graae leve;s ﬂQt availdble. = - N

Evening students shawed n@ sign;fl;ant d;fferenaes from day students“ .

oh any of the four tests™ but shawgd a s;gnlf;cant higher average
f;nal grade (2 76 camPared to - 2 2 ). - " . :

&

bas;s of the Readlng pre test
at the 9th grade level or above.
ile hﬂSE readlng belaw the 7th
ing bElQW*C »

A sorting lﬁté th:ee levels on t
showed that those .students read,
earned grades- averaging above B

wed corre l tlcns ab e 0, 7,'in§;cate
ts are m ur;ng ‘the same thlng.

—

Pgst-test Vacabulary ‘score showed the hlghes; Eorrelatlans with

final grade, suggesting that performance on the Post- ~test vacabulary )

test is a majm: factor in deterr .'mlng E;nal grade.
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