


Fall 2016 



MMAP Protocol 
 

 
 

• Established a districtwide MMAP Work  Group in Fall 2014:  
1. Discussed the concept, and adoption of MMAP model 
2. Reviewed the retrospective analysis, and validated rule sets 
3. Provided input for piloting MMAP 
4. Drafted an Assessment Plan that includes initial implementation strategies 
5. Continually share knowledge and inform campus constituents of MMAP & CAI 

 
• The MMAP Work Group included credit colleges English/math faculty, counselors, campus-
based researchers, and District researchers. 
 

• SDCCD IRP conducted retrospective analyses in Spring 2015 using SDCCD student data to 
test the local predictive validity of the MMAP model. 
 

• Worked with CalPASS  to implement the pilot in Fall 2015. Students that were identified as 
eligible to be ‘bumped’ to transfer level English and/or math were contacted via email prior to 
Fall 2015 registration.  
 
• MMAP was fully implemented Spring 2016. 
 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The MMAP work group included English/math faculty from the credit colleges, counselors, CBR’s, and District researchers. Therefore, there was significant amount of input and feedback from key stakeholders.
Retrospective analyses were conducted to determine whether the statewide model was a good fit for our student population.




MMAP IMPLEMENTATION 

 

 
 



Transfer Level Placement & 
Enrollments 

Accuplacer 
Placement 

MMAP 
Placement Total 

Percent 
Difference 

MMAP 
Cohort 

Enrollment 

Math 261 377 638 144% 112 (30%) 

English 227 319 546 140% 116 (36%) 

Fall 2015 Cohort 

The MMAP pilot cohort consists of students who applied, may not have registered, between Jan. 2015 
and June 2015 and took the Accuplacer test. Approximately 941 students are in this cohort. 



MMAP Student Survey 

• Conducted online in Fall 2015 
• Participants were students who were eligible 

to enroll in transfer level math or English 
(MMAP bumped) but who did not enroll 

• Initial email invitation and two email 
reminders were sent 

• Total of 80 (30%) students responded to the 
math survey and 66 (32%) students responded 
to the English survey 
 



After you received the email, did you discuss 
your options with any of the following people? 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
English “Other” responses did not list any other individuals. 
Math “Other” responses included “no”, FYE counselor, tutor.
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Reason(s) you did not enroll in a transfer 
level English/math class 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Math “Other” responses not included above include: enrolled at a different school, did not know how to enroll in transfer level, and received inaccurate information or other recommendation



Transfer Level Fall and Spring 
Enrollment 

Cohort 
Enrolled  
Fall 15 

Enrolled  
Spring 16 

Total 
Enrolled 

Math 377 112 (30%) 60 (16%) 172 (46%) 

English 319 116 (36%) 92 (29%) 208 (65%) 

Fall 2015 Cohort 



Transfer Level Placement & 
Enrollments 

Accuplacer 
Placement 

MMAP 
Placement Total 

Percent 
Difference 

MMAP 
Cohort 

Enrollment 

Math 438 219 657 50% 80 (37%) 

English 469 373 842 80% 206 (55%) 

Fall 2016 Cohort 

The MMAP cohort consists of students who applied and took the Accuplacer test, but may not have 
registered .  



2015/16 MMAP OUTCOMES 



Transfer Level Placement & 
Enrollments 

Accuplacer 
Placement 

MMAP 
Placement Total 

Percent 
Difference 

MMAP 
Cohort 

Enrollment 

Math 388 388 776 100% 172 

English 421 352 773 84% 220 

Fall 2015 and Spring 2016 Cohorts 

The MMAP cohort consists of students who applied and took the Accuplacer test, but may not have 
registered .  

Presenter
Presentation Notes
MMAP Cohort Enrollment includes re-enrollments.
Majority are Fall 2015 MMAP Cohort  
math = 377
English = 319



2015/16 English Transfer Level 
Success Rates 

All Colleges 2015/16 
Transfer English  
Success Rates = 72%  
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Local MM offer the possibility of 8 additional points on the 120 point test.



2015/16 Math Transfer Level 
Success Rates 

All Colleges 2015/16 
Transfer math 
Success Rates = 62%  
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Presentation Notes
Local MM offer the possibility of 8 additional points on the 120 point test.



2015/16 Retention Rates 
All Colleges 2015/16 Transfer 
English Retention Rates = 86% 
Math Retention Rates = 82% 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Local MM offer the possibility of 8 additional points on the 120 point test.



Next Steps 
 

 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
State approved MMAP for the Common Assessment Initiative is in place.
Originally scheduled for adoption of the Common Assessment in Fall 2017, for placement in Spring 2018. Delayed, no new schedule yet.
We are currently at Step 4. We need to line up the course skill competencies to the individual common assessment items. The Districtwide Assessment Committee will be meeting in a couple of weeks to begin this step.
Once colleges determined the use of multiple measures, next step is to map local courses to the CAI competency maps created by CAI workgroups. 
Every test item for Common Assessment is designed to address a specific level of a sub-competency on the competency maps.
All of the courses into which a student will be placed through the common assessment must be considered in this step.
For each discipline, first determine all courses into which the Common Assessment will place students (i.e. transfer level, one or two levels below transfer).
Student placement will be campus-specific because each college will have their own courses mapped onto the competency maps. However, students need to take the assessment one time.
Placement models used to translate the student competency profiles into direct course placements will then be reviewed by the content workgroups. More information on these models will be made available by the CAI.
Info from this process will be entered into the common assessment platform for each college. 






SDCCD MMAP Information 
 

• For additional MMAP information: 
http://research.sdccd.edu/Research-
Reports/assessment.cfm 

 

http://research.sdccd.edu/Research-Reports/assessment.cfm
http://research.sdccd.edu/Research-Reports/assessment.cfm


http://research.sdccd.edu/pages/1.asp 
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