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¶ Not all students take COMP 100B. (Transfers often do not.)  

The committee discussed Goldpaint’s findings. The data suggest that GPE scores 

do not predict performance in WI courses. Brown provided context for this. 

Students who don’t pass the GPE have an “intervening event”—they take a 

portfolio course. Their success in a WI course could be attributed to this 

additional course.  

Hatami challenged the “Logistic Regression Analysis” slide, which concluded that 

100B predicts success in WI course, but the GPE does not. She warned against 

comparing a course to a one-time writing exam taken under time constraints: 

these are two very different assessments. 

Several committee members asked for more data. Estrada asked about Directed 

Self-Placement (DSP)—asking students to reflect on their writing experiences in 
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“Prerequisite: G.E. foundation courses; score of 11 or higher on the GWAR 

Placement Examination or successfully completed the necessary portfolio 

course that is a prerequisite for a GWAR Writing Intensive Capstone.” 

The committee went into breakout sessions to discuss the proposal 

Group 1: Hatami, Perlman, Ramirez 

Group 2: Deutschman, Golden, Padron, Pastrana 

Group 3: Estrada, O’Lawrence, Wilkinson 

Group 4: Baker, Dhillon, Lindau 

 

After reconvening, the full committee discussed the proposal’s merits. Perlman 

expressed concerns about the number and timing of drafts and revisions. He was 

concerned that the paper drafts were due too late in the semester. Both he and 

Ramirez asked for clarification on whether the “literature review” was draft 

material. This discussion led Golden 


