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Incoming students and English Placement F15 and F16 Comparison 

Score Highest Course Placement Level Placement (highest) 

<51 ENGL 305 4 Levels Below 

<70 ENGL355 / ENGL350 2 Levels Below 

<102 ENGL370/ENGL380 1 Level Below 

>=102 ENGL001 Credit 

Placement is identified through looking at the Writing (Sentence Skills)  scores of incoming students as per the tables below. Com-

parison is made between Fall2015 incoming students with Fall 2015 Placement Rules and Fall 2016 incoming students with Fall 

2016 Placement Rules. Placement rules may be modified by Counselors utilizing multiple measures. 

Score Highest Course Placement Level Placement (highest) 

<70 ENGL 370/L or ENGL360 1 Level Below 

<=89 ENGL001 & ENGL310D Accelerated Credit 

>89 ENGL001 Credit 

Fall 2015 Placement (without accelerated pilot) 

Fall 2016 Placement  

Fall 2015 Incoming Students with Placement by Ethnicity 

Table below shows placement of incoming students by ethnicity. It only includes placement for those students that were tested 

and have a Sentence Skill score recorded (60% of all incoming students) 

No placement existed for courses that 

were marked 3 levels below transfer. 

This semester did also include the 

‘pilot’ study of accelerated placement 

although this is not represented here. 

New placement rules gave the lowest 

scoring students access to English 

courses 1 level below transfer. Scoring 

below 50 may indicate the student 

would take a class 3 levels below 

transfer (ENGL310A) although the 

student could still enroll in an acceler-

ated course that is 1 level below 

(ENGL 359). 
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Fall 2015 Incoming Students with Placement by Ethnicity 

Disproportionate Impact of Placement on F15 Incoming Students 

This bar chart shows the placement 

results of fall 2015 Incoming stu-

dents by ethnicity. Vertical axis 

shows headcount, labels show per-

cent and headcount of students 

while coloration shows actual place-

ment. 

Disproportionate impact seeks to 

look at the impact of placement of 

students by ethnicity.  

The chart shows the percent of 

incoming students placed in Credit 

level. The standard for having a 

disproportionate impact is that the 

credit placement rate for a particu-

lar ethnicity is within 80% of the 

placement for White students, this 

would equate to a credit place-

ment rate of 18%. 

It can be seen that the placement 

rate for Black Non-Hispanic and 

Hispanic students are both impact-

ed by Fall 2015 placement rules. 
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Fall 2016 Incoming Students with Placement by Ethnicity 

Table below shows placement of incoming students by ethnicity. It only includes placement for those students that were tested 

and have a Sentence Skill score recorded (55% of all incoming students) 

Fall 2016 Incoming Students with Placement by Ethnicity 

This bar chart shows the placement 

results of fall 2016 incoming stu-

dents by ethnicity. Vertical axis 

shows headcount, labels show per-

cent and headcount of students 

while coloration shows actual place-

ment 
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Disproportionate Impact of Placement on Fall 2016 Incoming Students 

The chart shows the percent of incoming students placed in Credit level. The standard for having a disproportionate impact by 

ethnicity is of the credit placement rate for a particular ethnicity is within 80% of the placement for White students, this would 

equate to a credit placement rate of 64%. 

It can be seen that the there is no disproportionate impact on credit placement rates for students of any ethnicity. Credit place-

ment rates have increased dramatically for all student ethnicities. 

Credit Placement Proportion for Fall 21016 Incoming Students 

Pie charts below show proportion of credit level placed students who place straight into ENGL001 or into accelerated credit level 

(ENGL001 and ENGL310D) 
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Score Distributions by Ethnicity Fall 2015 and Fall 2016 Incoming Students 

Table below compares Sentence Skills scores for Incoming students by ethnicity in Fall 2015 and Fall 2016.  


