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A Study of the Reading Skills of
Juniors and Seniors at Marygrove College:
Winter Term, 1983

Darlene Van Tiem

I, Design and Population

A study of the vocabulary and comprehension scores of juniors
and seniors at Marygrove College was conducted during the winter
term of 1983, The goal was to determine the reading levels needed
for successful study of uppex division courses.

A junior was defined as a student having completed at Least
sixty-four semester credits of work toward a Marygrove degree:
senior status requires at [east ninety-six semester credits,
Because the study was designed to determine the reading Levels
needed for successful study, students on academic probation or
taking more than one developmental or foundational course were
eliminated from the potential sample,

Classes were identified that had the largest number of juniors

and seniors that met the qualifications of the study. The classes



were then checked tc reduce the possibility of duplicate testing
within the potential test classes,

Eleven instructors were asked to cooperate in the study after
it was determined that their classes fit the sample criteria, Nine
instructors were willing to participate in the study., Arrangements
were made for the administration of the Nelson-Denny Reading
Test, Form F during regularly-scheduled class times. Research
assistants Lore Werner and Kimberly Hayes administered the
tests during late March and early April of 1983,

Sixty-six students wcrz tested; three were subsequently
eliminated from the sample due to failure to provide demographic
data or ineligibility based on the sample criteria. All students
were informed of the nature of the study, their anonymity, and
tha’ :aking the test was entirely optional. Participating students
were invited to request a copy of the research results, Letters

containing national norms, Marygrove norms, and individual

results were mailed to the participants requesting them on May

6, 1983,
The Nelson-Denny Reading Test: Form F is a standardized,

nationally-normed test that measures reading ability in terms of




vocabulary, comprehension, and rate, The test requires thirty-
five minutes of actual work time, Designed for administration to
grades nine through sixteen ( equivalent to college senior Level), the
Nelson-Denny is ''the most popular standardized reading test in
American colleges and universityie [sic] - highly respected, care-
fully researched, thoroughly normed, ' *

The total undergraduate population of Marygrove College in

the fall of 1982 included:

Males 187 (18,6%)
Females 817 (81,4%)
: Blacks 700 (69.7%)
Whites 286 (28.5%)
Other 18 ( 1.8%)

The sample of sixty-three juniors and seniors included:

Males 11 (17.5%)
Females 52 (82,.5%)
Blacks 41 (65.1%)
Whites 20 (31,7%)
Other 2 ( 3.2%)

There were twenty~four seniors and thirty-nine juniors in the

sample, Based on the Nelson-Denny placement test scores of

* College and Adult Reading - XIth NCRA Yearbook, Published
by the North Central Reading Association, University of
Minnesota: 1982, p, 97,




eighteen of the seniors and thirt, -three of the juniors in the sample,
the seniors had an average reading grade-~-equivalent of 12,3, which
is approximately in the middle of their senior year in high school,
when they entered Marygrove, Entrance scores for the juniors were
slightly higher at 13.7, which is the average score of a person in the
middle of his/her freshman year in college, It is important to note,
however, that many of the students were transfer students and that
the entrance reading levels do not necessarily reflect the sample's

reading levels as freshmen/women.

II., Results

The reading scores obtained in the study from the juniors are

summarized as follows:

Approx.
Percentile Percentile Grade
Range* Average S.D. Level
Vocabulary 3 -97 37 16,18 14,8
Comprehension 2 -97 25 10,84 13,7
Total (VplusC) 2 -98 30 25,32 14,4

*Percentiles are based on national junior norms



The scores obtained from ‘he seniors are summarized as follows:

Approx,.
Percentile Percentile Grade
Range* Average S.D, Level
Vocabulary 1-88 19 16,76 13.7
Comprehension 3-98 22 11,47 13.9
Total (V plus C) 1. 87 19 26,23 13.9

*Percentiles are based on national senior norms

The juniors have an average college sophomore reading level;
seniors have an average level of [ate in their freshman year,
However, the scores encompass a very wide range, This suggests
that a wide variety of reading levels is applicable to successful
study at the college level,

When the sample was subdivided into blacks and whites,
whnites scored higher on vocabulary, comprehension, and total
for both juniors and seniors (see Tables la, lb, 2a, 2b, 3a, and
3b). These differences were significant at the , 02 level, which
is unusually stringent for such small samples but was adopted for
the study to compensate for the relative weakness of t tests,
Tables 4a and b summarize the differences between blacks and
whites, The differences between the seniors ( Table 4b) should

be treated cautiously due to the smalil number of whites (N = 6),



The results were mixed when the sambole was subdivided into
males and females (see Tables la, 1lb, 2a, 2b, 3a, and 3b),
None of these differences, however, is significant at the ,02
level ( see Tables 5a and 5b ). Again, the scores for males must
be treated with caution due to the small sample (N = 11).

The diiferences between those students who have taken develop-
mental reading courses and those who had not were fairly large
(see Tables la, 1b, 2a, 2b, 3a, and 3b) and highly significant
(see Tables 6a and 6b),

Data on the age of the students are not presented due to the
large percentage of participants who failed to report it, Data
pertaining to the students' majors were not included because of
the small sample sizes and because the computer program and

statistical assistance needed to analyze such data were not available,

III, Conclusion and Recommmendations

Although many of the obtained data were inconclusive (sex) or
unvsable (majors and age), the study did reveal that students from
widely diverse backgrounds seem %o be capatle of successful study
at the college [evel. This is esgecially important to keep in mind
as the Marygrove College community of students, faculty and

administration works to develop a wider, stronger appreciation and




understanding of the diversity among all humans and particularly

within the Gity of Detroit,

It appears that juniors and seniors who have taken develop-
mental readine never attain the reading level of those students
who did not take such courses, but they do persevere., Therefore
it may be better to admit students with reading deficiencies and
then provide the appropriate educational support to enable them
to achieve a meaningful liberal arts education,

The faculty can provide a great deal of this support by adapting
the learning environment to encourage more reading practice,
Daily, short reading assignments followed by frequent quizzes
will help provide the structure and feedback needed by students
with lower reading levels, Identifying words that are expected to
present problems will help overcome the tendency of some readers
to ignore unfamiliar words,

The selection of an appropriate textbook is im»ortant; a read-
ability analysis based upon both the semantic and syntactic
characteristics of the book should be verformed tefore the final
decision on a textbook is made,

Exit levels from “he Learning Skills classes should be
reconsidered., The average exit level from Education 105 is

presently 12.3; however, the averasge level of juniors and seniors

10




who have had these classes is 12,0, The students' reading level
appears to plateau and not improve, Perhaps students are avoiding

reading assignments or reading only enough to obtain satisfactory

grades and, as a possible result, do not improve their reading

levels, It may be appropriate to expect exit levels to approximate

13,0, which is college freshman level,




Table la

Junior Reading Scores: Vocabulary

oo Range ’
, Grade
i Variable Mean N | Mn Max !S.D. | Level
: e - P — . —T_-, ——— A U R ——— Al W W, T .
Blacks 51.20 | 25 29 79 11.55| 13,9
 Waites 69.57 | U4 39 98 16.91| 16.4
. Females 58,19 | 32 29 98 16.06 | 14.8
. Males 56, 00 7 41 84 17.91{ 14.6
r_—, - P — T ——— . — it 2=y - e e e My e e e - r ]
' No Reading | 64,54 | 26 39 98 14.87 | 15.6
| Had Reading | 44,31 | 13 29 59 | 8,53 | 12,9
[Tatal | 57.79 | 39 29 98 '16.18 | 14.8
Table 1b
Senior Reading Scores: Vocabulary
T - ! 7 Range i
4 l Grade
. Variable Mzan N ' Min Max 'S.D. | Level
Yariah s
|
Blacks 43,44 16 26 72 i 11,99 12,7
Waires 59,67 ‘ 6 47 78 |13.32]| 15,0
: ! ' !
Females l50.30 | 20 26 95 118.01] 13.7 |
7 3 : |
Males | 51.00 ' 4 | 38  |eé2 | 9.90j13.9 |
Mo Reading | 63,35 | 11 17 ag ‘14.81| 15.5
} Had Reading | 37.31 . 13 26 53 7,99 [ 11,8
| i i
' " Total , 50,42 24 26 a5 16,76 . 13,7 N




Table 2a

Junior Reading Scores, Comprehension

f - ! Range ' Grade
%_Variab.lf_rh ;1eaix_ N Min Max "é"s‘:gfm}i\ifﬁ[—‘“,
Blacks 44,08 25 26 62 ‘ 9.4{:_ ‘[2.5

! Whites 53.71 | 14 30 70 10.69 | 15,1

{ Females 46,38 32 26 70 11,18 | 13.2

;L Males 52,86 | 7 | 44 | 62 [7.65]| 14.9

L No Reading 51,23 | 26 30 70 10,10 | 14,5

‘; Had Reading | 40.15 | 13 26 54 ;3.42 11.5
Total 47.54 !, 39 26 70 ‘:10.84 13,7

Table 2b

Senior Reading Scores: Comprehension

,; o i Range i

i , Grade

i Variable Mear_‘__,.__f\?__._%. Min ‘_Max _ +8,D, | Level
Blacks 44,50 16 | 32 62 9,54 | 12,5
Waites 57.33 6 48 72 9.09| 15,8 |
Females 49,30 | 20 32 72 11,30} 13.9
Males 5000 | 4 132 |6  la) e |

| ¥o Readirng [59.09 | 11 48 72 E 7.34 | 16.% ‘

: i

. Had Reading |41.23 1 13 32 54 . 7,001 11,8 f

Total | 49, 42 3 24 32 72 11,47 | 14.0 3




Table 3a

Junior Reading Scores: Total (Vocabulary plus Comprehension)

:"‘ L j’-- Range : Grade

i Variable Meax:“ N Min ﬁl:(ax IS.'Ii. Ijeve[ ,
Blacks 95.28 | 25 55 141 18,12 12,5
Whites 123,29 14 69 168 26,97 16,0

LFema[es 104,56 32 55 1648 25,74 | 14,4

é Mzles 108, 86 1 | 8 | 1l46 24,90 | 14,7

. No Reading 115,77 26 69 168 23,33 15,2

| Had Reading | 84.46 | 13 55 107 113.76 | 12.2
Total 105, 33 39 55 168 ?25.32 1 14, 4

Table 3b .

Senior Reading Scores: Total ( Vocabulary plus Comprehension)

:ﬁ Range : Grade
, Variable Mean N Min Max S.D, | Level
| Blacks 87.94| 16 | 58 135 19.48| 13.5
Whites 117,00 6 99 150 19.01} 15.3 |
. Females 99.60 | 20 58 159 27.86] 13.9
yetes_ [tonool 4 | s | 128 lise9] 10
" Mo Reading | 122.64| 11 99 159 ‘§19.26 16,6
! Had Reading | 80.54i 13 58 98 11,39} 11.9 :
{Tota[ ! 99.83% 24 58 159 26,23} 13.9 |




Table 4a

-~ .2 o ora il Teewdd P
A2TUALAE LURILAA L SOCreR GI JUNLOY WLLILN2S

Sawemrad e Junicr Blacks

pa————
Whites l'r

STATISTICS

Reading Mean

Subskill N R.S. S.D.
_

te-

alue df |Signif.
| valu ignif l

3

hension

Total )
(V plus C)

Vocabulary 1 159,75 | 16.91 3,62 | 57 Kool
{lé.h)l
Compre- 1% | 52.71 | 1¢.63 2.1 37 | .

© 3» z-l3uivslents in rarentheses

Tablie 4b

o

23 of Jenicr .hites

hension

TOtal. “; L --r
(V plus C)

Zeilng Iubewill Ceor
Trnooyod oy oaniir TALCYS
e —— —— %
a2izes STATISTICS
Reading Mean te
Subskill N R.S, S.D, N value | df |Signif.
. e - = - ~ heto "
Vocabulary - e 1:'-,5‘[’[ RS 2.0l ood
(15.9%
Compre- < 27,53
-z 3
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sSmrares T Jun

[ WS |

e - - .
2nding Subgadll Scores of Jundor Lulos
-

w =

e ———— ———— —
Yales Teralev STATISTICS
Reading Mean Mean t-
Subskill N R.S. S.D, N R,S. S.D value df |Signif
i | . il . g .
Vocabulary 7| ston famaa | oz2 | 585 | 16.06 30 | 37 | a.s.

Compre- 7
hension

Total ~ 102,86 | 24.90

1C4,56
(V plus C)

(1h.4)
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Table 5b

Feusiing Subsaill lcores of Senior r2lss
‘zarnrad to Jenlor Famalss

—_— ——— ——— e —
= — — ——

valas Femles STATISTICS

Reading Mean Mean t-

Subskill N R.S. S.D, N R.S. S.D. || value | df {Signif.
— — |

Vocabulary -+ 5100 | 2.%0 20 5C.2C 1.1 W11 22 e

Compre- - 3z i1,z o< iz 3
hension =)
| — e eae—

Total
(V plus C) P

o
‘.I
]
=
*
L)
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i
W

[
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Rending Subsiill lecrec =f Junicrs .no Jid Nt Tase Jdeveliprental Reuwddng
N
-ompared to Junlors Jnc Zave Taken evalormental Reading

—
—

STATISTICS

D

Jid Not Talze Rezdinr Took Reading
Reading Mean Mean
Subskill N R.S. S.D. N R.S. S.D, || value | df |Signif.

Vocabulary 24 64,5k 14,8711 1

A Y]
=
.
A%
}.J
A
L]
U
\Y)

- - ~41
- P
o B LY VA

Compre- 26

. 3.62 | 37 .01
hension

Total

(V plus G) 37 | .01

Table 6b

e@3iing Iubsxill lecres of Zeniors i 3id ot Tuke Devel:prental Reuding
smrared to leniors /a2

s i Fave Tzlken Zevelormenszl Reading
Jii ‘let Tale Peaiing Tock feading STATISTICS

Reading Mean Mean t-

Subskill N | R.S. S.D.LLN R.S. | S.D. || value | df |Signit.
j —=

Vocabulary 11 | 6255 | w81 13 | 39.31 | 7.on || L2 | 22 ooy

(15..)* | (z1,%

Compre- o | 29,0

hension SR
—_

Total R -

(V p[us C) 1'1;‘:“

-
v
-

-

bde

- . "
e=l3uivalents in arentihssec
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APPENDIX A

Information Sheet and Informed Consent Form
For Participants in Reading Norms Study

Marygrove College
S$.D.,I.P, Grant
Principal Investigator:
Darlene Van Tiem, M,A,, M,Ed.

Purpose of the Research:

To determine the reading norms of juniors and seniors,

Selection of Participants:

All juniors and seniors are requested to compolete a Nelson-Denny
Reading Test Form E or F. The test requires 45 minutes to complete
and will be administered during scheduled times.

Rights of Participants:

1, All information obtained will be treated in strictest confidence.
Individual identities will not be disclosed on any research reports.

2, All participants are entitled to a report on the study in which
they participate, Please indicate below if you wonld like to receive
such a report:

( ) Ido not wish to receive a survey report.

( ) Iwould tike a copy of the survey report.

Address:

City: State: Zio:

I have read and thoroughly understand the above, and I voluntarily agree
to participate in the Reading Norms Study,

Date:

Participant's Signature

18



APPENDIX B

Reading Norms Study
Demographic Data Sheet

Major: _

Date of Birth: / / Sex: M F Junior Senior
Race:

Have vou ever taken Education 095 or 1052 Yes No

If yes, please indicate the term, year, and instructor:

Term Year Instructor

EDU 095

EDU 105

{ Do not write below this line)

. e S e S e A D NS M s S e M e M M S SR ND me SR an e M e S A mp M A SR G WP WP G SR e SR M N w PO NP MD Sh MM D MM D D M D D RN M M NS e B M e B e m e e

Date: Description: v C T G.E,

1Y
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APPENDIX C

Marygrove College / 8425 West McNichois Road, Detroit, Michigan 48221 . (313) 862-8000

Tos Reading Norms Studv Parsicipants
From: Dar{ene Van Tiem

Date: Mav o, 1983

Jear

Thank vou IoT vour cpoverahion in this researci. The nattonwide
average scores ior college students taking the Nelson-Dennv aster
February { are as follows:

Vocabulary Comprehension Total G.E,
Juniors 63 58 120 18,6
Seniors T2 39 131 16.¢

The following are average scores for Marvgrove students. Grade
equivalents {ollow the raw scores: ior example, 15,5 is the average
skill levei of a student 1n the middle of his/her junior year in college,

Vocabulary Comorehensivn Total

Raw G.E, Raw G.E. Raw G.E,
Juniors 58 14.8 48 13,7 105 14.4
Seniors 50 13,7 49 14,0 100 I3.9

Thess are vour scores:

Vocabulary Comprehension Total
Raw G.E, Raw G.E, Raw G.E.

Thank »ou 2nce 3gain ior vour oarncioation. ! cou have anv cuestions
S2QATCING tne TESEATTR 3T vour resuils, atease ieel ;res 13 contact ine
Zearning 3ki.ls Center ar 5624000, extension 27%.

T - e, .::.' —_
dartene vanTiem. M.a., M, Z4.
Pringipal Invesnigator,

Jeacing Norms Stuav
Zaorginator,

Jevespmentai 5eaging

VT 'ms
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APPENDIX D

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

— e a) L} ad - i) gy - - -
GRAZE Z2UIVALENT SCCRES F2R MeELSC
/ FCAM 2 \

GRADE EQUIVALENT GRACE EQUIVALENT
RAW RAW - -
SCORE| .23 [I0VoRE 4 "OTa SCORE| . -a3- |ToWrFE "OTAL
JARY RS CN | Vg LAY PRENSON Y V200
172 26 2.7
1 as 126
170 84 12.4
169 83 123
168 82 122
187 8y 121
1656 80 129
65 78 1y
168 7! 113
w63 7 116
182 n: 169 135
‘8" ' 75 14 % 112
180 i 74 166 1
‘23 | 73 63 111
153 : 72 164 11y
57 ; 71 16} 10y
88 : 70 162 w7
‘5% €9 iav 106
154 68 159 108
‘53 &7 15" o}
152 66 154 10.2
154 65 154 101
=) €4 13} 39
49 63 152 93
148 62 131 97
u7? [} 159 v
128 60 1+ 9 94
115 39 4% 92
144 58 [ 90
*13 57 116 1 ¥ |
a2 6 148 16 5 ié
41 55 [E | X
Fh) 54 14.2 15° 3.2
139 83 149 30
128 £2 139 141 79
a7 81 1B 73
‘36 50 116 14.7 77
¢35 43 ns 75
124 1649 48 1314 142 74
133 16 3 17 13} T2
132 7 46 13.2 n: 79
131 187 45 129 6.3
130 166 44 129 13.1 66
b 16 8 43 1.7 64
i 164 42 124 12.4 8.2
127 H 3 41 123 60
25 162 40 121 13 53
2 16 ¢ 29 19 5o
124 164 38 118 1.2 54
123 sy 7 14 52
‘22 159 36 HRN 107 50
120 153 35 oy 13
<7 ! 15 H e | 101 18
119 156 ek 104 14
113 155 2 191 9s | “42
1= 154 3t 9y 30
AA1 - 153 30 98 36 1y
g 152 29 a3 3T
14 151 e 91 79
143 150 27 13
bl b4 1549 25 15 73
1 139 25 32
g 143 4 $9 67
L3 i HE ] 23 77
i ] 1% 22 kR 60
g | 156 2 71
*Cé { 143 20 83 i
‘5 145 13 (34
k1t § 144 13 [.3nd 49
‘03 143} 17 £y
*2 2 "% hY ) 44
Qe 41 °5 51
1950 i Ha 4 s 33
9 139 13 11
E 133 *2 36
? 13- "
3% n- *0
E-) 136 3
34 135 -]
23 134 7
2 133 [
31 131 5
. B 132 4
- I 131 2
2 | 130 2
ar ! 123 1

e

IR ¢

FORMS E & F

/ FSRM F \
GRADE ECUIVALENT GRADE EQUIVALENT
RAW RAW . -
SCORE] 2243 |:owere.| "0TA. |SCORE] .1258 (CCVPRE | TOTAL

LSRY PHENSCN | V=10 LAY [ RENSION | (V=20

172 86 12.5

177 a5 12.3

1w 84 2.2

163 33 12.4

168 2 120

167 Al 1ne9

166 80 1.3

185 79 16

164 78 s

183 77 i3

162 i85 1.2

‘6 ' 5 i

160 4 109 119

53 7 6y 109

158 72 1LY} 103

157 N 65 107

158 70 ind 10.6

153 a9 163 108

154 88 1o} 10.3

153 67 169 10.2

152 86 153 191

151 &85 ifo 100

150 hl is 2 93

143 ox] 183 $7

'a8 62 152 95

147 81 151 9

146 80 189 169 L2

145 53 134 9.1

144 58 143 162 19

'43 a7 [C 3.7

42 56 [EX.] 15.6 13

141 55 145 33

140 S 143 151 11

139 53 1.2 79

128 82 149 14.% 773

137 51 129 76

136 50 1 142 74

135 449 la 7.3

134 48 X 13 71

133 169 47 [ R 9

132 163 45 HE 132 67

131 167 15 13 6.8

130 168 £Y) 129 12.5 [ 3

129 16.5 43 127 (A

128 16.4 42 12.5 12.0 9

127 1o d 41 122 57

126 163 20 j il 1.5 5L

125 162 9 113 51}

124 161 ] s 11.0 s

123 160 7 1 19

122 159 36 119 10.8 "

124 153 3s Hik 18

120 157 3 Hi B 100 1.3

19 156 n 102 ¢32

8 153 2 | e f ga | 49

"7 153} 31 3= 38

118 15.2 30 EETEAE 37

118 151 23 9t

114 151 28 L) 30

113 150 27 L 33 i

112 149 28 32 73

111 149 25 ) I

110 1132 24 77 66

109 147 ra] T4

1C8 117 2 72 £9

0?7 116 21 69

Lo 145 s ] L $3

165 114 19 ¥

104 143 18 81 47

103 122 17 L3

102 1 18 L a2

101 140 1 £l

100 13y 14 44 kX ]

9 133 13 41

98 137 12 1o

97 136 1"

36 1} 0

95 138 9

H 123 8

93 131} 7

ez 13.2 6

g1 133 5

20 110 4

89 123 3

88 127 2

a7 12.6 *
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

APPENDIX E

Scnoois Participating in Standardizatica

High Schooly
NORTHEAST

Maine: M.5AD #70, Hodgdon H.S.. Marvlaad: Hanford County
Schools. Hantord County H.S.. Massachusetts: Wevmouth North H.S..
New Hampuhire: Farmington H.S.. New York: Greenwood Central H S,
Salen Central H.S.. Whitesvitle Central H.S., Penssyivania: Aliquippa Bor-
cugh H S . Cunemaugh Township S D, Conemaugh Township H.S . Deer
Lakes $.D . Deer Lakes H-S . North Allegheny S.D ., North Alle vy H.S .
Riverske S.D . Rivernide H.S., Diocese uf Pittsburgh. Sacred Heant H.S..
Vermont: Bethel Township S.D.. Whicomb H.5.. Cnson Distnct #5. Ver-
gennes Umon H.S.

SOLTHWEST

Lowislana: LaFourche Pansh, Central LaFuurche H.S.. New Mevice: Hobbs
HS . Oklshoma: Bethany H.S.. Archdiocese of Oklahoma City, Mi. St.
Many’s H.S . Tevas: Blanco H.S.. Brady H.S.: Burleson H.S.: Crowley
HS. Gaheston Independent S.D . Bail H.S.. Diocese of Galveston,
O'Connell Senior H S . Hovks H S.. Santa Anna H.S.. Texas City H.S.

SOUTHEAST

Alshuma: Colbert Counts § D . Colbert County H.S  Drocese of Birming.
ham. Holy Family H.S . Florida: Lee County S.D . Cypress Lake H.S .
Kentucky: Buckhem H S, Elliowt §.D . Ellion County H.S.: Letcher H.S..
Hophins County §.D.. South Hopiins H.S.. M| : West Laudendale
3D West Lauderdalc HS  North Caroline: Clinton H S.. Trvon H.S .
Tennessee: Alamo Cits H.S  Roane County S.D | Midway H.5.. Manon
County S D . Sequatchic Counts H S.. West Virginia: Lewts County $.D ,
Jane Lew H.S ., Dicese of Wheeling, Notre Dame H.S.. Richwood S.D..
Richwood Junior and Sentor H.S . Summersvilie Junsor High

MIDWEST

Colorade: Ruanng Fork RE-1, Basalt H.S.. fBimols: Flanagan H.S., Yates
Ciy HS . Kansas: Buckhin HS Lamed H.S., Spearville H.S.. Wichita
Catholic Schovls Bishap Camroll H'S . Minnesota: Independent S.D. 473,
lsle HS . Dwocese of St Clowd. Cathedral H S.. Luke Supentor 5.D. #3831,
Two Harbors H.S.. Misseuri: Oregoa Counts R-. Alton H.S.. Fulton Sen-
lor H S.. Diocese of Jetferson Cuy. Helias H 5. Lebanon Semior H.S.; Ne-
braska: Disinct #3000, Tn-County H.S.. Fulls City Semor H.S.. Nerth Da-
kota: Central $ D, Cemtral Junior H.S.. Olvie: Archdicese of Cincinnatt,
Caroll HS . Piqua H S Wiscensin: Chilton H.S.. Wonewoe H.S.

FAR WEST

Montana: Baker H.S.. Lincoln County 5.D.. Lincoln County H.S.. Helena
HS Diocese of Hetena Loyola-Sacred Heann H S, Orvgen: Amity H.S..
Bums Umon HS Cish: Alpine SD ., Orem H.S . Lake Ruge Junior H S..
Orem Jumor HS  Diocese of Salt Lake, Judse Memonal Catholic H.S..
Washington: Adna H S . Wahkiakum S.D #2300, Wahkiakum H.S.. Fed.
enl Wy S.D ., Lukota Jumor H.S, Sacaraway H.S.. Totem Junior H.S ..
Decatur H.S.. Federal Way H.S ., Thomas Jetferson: Clover Park sD.,
Lakes H3  Clover Park HS . Mann Jumor H S Longview S.D.. Mark
Moms HS .R A Long HS . Tumwater H.S

2-Year Cuileges

NORTHEAST
Manand: Essex Community Collese: Massachusetts: Rotbury Commu-
ity College. New Jersey: Brookdale Community College. Burhngton Cum-

munity College: New York: Broome Communuy College; Peansyivania:
Keystone Junior College. Lehigh County Community College

SOUTHWEST

¢ Garland County Community College Phillips County Commumty
College. Louisiama: Southem University-Shrevepurt «Bossier City Cam-
pusi. Oklshoma: Southem Oklahoma Cits Jumior College. Texas: Clarendon
College. Eauttield College, Richland Coilege. Weathertord College

SOUTHEAST
Flerida: Central Flonda Community Cullege. Manatee Junior College: Ken-
tucky: Midway College: North Carolina: Beaufort County Technisal [nstr-
tute. Marun Community College. Southeastern Community College. Surry
Community College: Virginia: Tidewater Community College

MIDWEST

Dlineis: Rock Valley College. Southeastem [llinois College: Tows: Waldorf

College: Kansas: Kansas City Kansas Community College: Michigsn: Bay

DeNoe Communits College. Grand Rapids Junior College. Monroe Coumy

Commumty College: Missourd: Longview Commwnity College. Maple

:’osﬁuk Community College, St. Paul’s College. South Daketa: Presentation
ege

FAR WEST

California: Fresno City College. Skyline College. West Hills College. Utah:
College of Eastern Utah. Stevens Henager College. Washingten: Biy Bend
Community College, Columbia Basin Communiy College

4-Year Ciale Tey

NORTHEAST
Maryland: University of Manland (College Park:. New York: Concordia
College. Ladychff College, State Lniversits ut New York (Potsdami. Penne
setia: East Stroudsburg State College, Chathan Coilege, Clanon State
ollege. Millersville State College

SOLUTHWEST
Acrkansas: John Brown Univeruns. New Mevxico: College of the Suuthwes:
Texas: East Texas Baptist Coflege. Southwestem Union College. Tews A
& M University 1College Stanions

SOUTHEAST

Alshema: Livingston Cniversity, University of South Alabama. Georgia:
ia Southwestern College, Mercer Universuty, North Caroling: W aie

Forest University. South Carolina: Bub Junes University. Viegims: \ ieginia

Commonwealth University, West Viegin: Wheehing Cotlege

MIDWEST

Minois: Eastem lllinuis Canversity. Southemn lhinots Umiversity: Kansas:
McPherson Collexe: Michigan: Albion College. Madonna College. Ohvet
College: Nebraska: Midland Collexe. Cniversity of Nebraska 1Omahay:
Seuth Dekota: Noahemn State College: Wisconsin: Canhage College

FAR WEST
California: San Francisco State University
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Eroal warnss ard basadd upon assedsment of all students axsigned to Fall and Wintar ED 035/106 classer, Janunry ATR-~April, 1381, Samiple slze— appiontniat sty 6060 «tadent.,,

' tertle rank, geade equivalont, age equivelent sad standan! score designal:ons are based on prbiiiehed ddnin Tocated In the Tectaical Manugls wifch acccint.any
the 5w dardlzed teate, They aew all narmed nationslly and well recognized in the fleld of educational prvchology and leaming susessment. The refeicurs gionp
{when approprinte) fa indicated {5 parentheass),

PUIEON DELPY __FORM C__PLACEMENT TEST

A e seore of LB bn cartently used ax the minimum scora for designation az full siatua student fn rending and shink: =kilin, 1o other words, a stindetd recolviag 58 ar
huglerr (Tl antus) woukl not ba roquired to take ED 085 or ED 105 and proba®ily woukd nol do so,

-

RAW SCORE GRADE EQUIVALENT® PEACENTILE GRADE 13 (FRESHMAN)' PERCENTILE GRADE 15 (1UNIOR)

58 12.0 21 % .14
LY MEADNGTEST Nab1 I .
EHIRY: Formm © EXIT: Form D g
H i.
SHADE PERCENTILE PERCENTILE [ GRADE PENCENTILE  PEHNCENTILE ]‘ GRADE EQUIVALENT CHANGE
LOUVALENT® FRESHMAN? JUNIOR® EQUIVALENT®  FHESIMAN® JUNKAL l;
ot g
D o 7.8 % 1% 10.5 0 % 2.1
1Nt 10.3 594 % ‘ 12,4 0% 1% 12,1
[ NPV 1 ':".‘-!.“L"
T g 8.) 34 1L 10.9 17% 5y 12,8
RIRiN 9.8 12% s u 12,3 9% 31144 i [Red

[l{llC 24
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