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SUBJECT:  ACCUPLACER Review 
 
 Student COMPASS and ACT scores have been the primary measure used within the 
system for determining student placement into remedial math and English courses for more than 
a decade.  Most recently, four issues have been raised by members of the system assessment 
committee that warranted further review of other potential testing options including:  
 

1) ACT has shifted to the use of internet based units as the preferred examination type; 
however, these internet based units cannot be administered in a wireless environment.  
System representatives have raised this concern with ACT a number of times without an 
adequate response as to a timeframe for when or if a wireless environment will ever be a 
suitable option. 

2) As the number of distance based students has increased in the system, testing personnel 
have been working to coordinate with off-site locations to administer the COMPASS to 
these students to evaluate their placement.  ACT requirements for these off-site locations 
have made it difficult to identify appropriate and/or willing sites to complete the 
assessment. 

3) A number of campuses are attempting to shift student placement testing away from the 
traditional student orientation sessions during the summer.  To accomplish this objective, 
either an assessment administered at numerous testing sites or a self-proctored evaluation 
is necessary.    

4) A larger number of on- and off-campus students have been arriving with placement 
scores from other vendors (most notably the ACCUPLACER administered by ETS).   

 
To address these concerns, a series of ACCUPLACER reviews were coordinated at three 

locations around the system (Sioux Falls, Aberdeen and Rapid City) in February to provide 
assessment and testing personnel at each campus a chance to evaluate the features of this 
particular placement tool.  Campus personnel were asked to provide feedback on their review of 
the examination (see Attachment I), and while a number of aspects require additional 
exploration, the collective feedback was to continue with further review of the product at the 
discipline level.  Although it does not provide students with an opportunity to self-proctor the 
examination, it can be administered at a larger number of distance sites that would also include 
the majority of high schools in the state.  AAC representatives are asked to discuss the 
implications for their institutions and consider the advantages/disadvantages of moving forward 
with a more extensive review of the product for future adoption.      
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Attachment I 
 

Campus Feedback Regarding ACCUPLACER Review 
 
BHSU 
 

There are a lot of features that I really like about Accuplacer, especially, how user 
friendly it is for distance proctors.  It seems to have very user friendly features from the 
administration stand point in general.  One feature allows reports to be automatically 
loaded into Colleague, which would eliminate human error.  One of my concerns is will 
we have an accordance table to convert ACT to Accuplacer to Compass etc.  Also, can 
we use this tool to place the upper level math courses, like MATH 115, 120 & 123?  I 
was a little unclear how that worked, but all in all I would be in support of the switch 
from Compass or to have both.  I am interested to know what others think.  

 
DSU  
 

Pros: 
1) Computer Skills Placement 
2) Easy online access to the testing software (e.g. no complicated downloads) 
3) Wireless environment  
4) ESL components- has an ESL essay component  

Cons: 
1) Math test: Recommend careful review by Math Discipline Council to ensure it has 

enough items to place into higher-level math courses; also a concern about the 
adaptability of the level of difficulty of questions (It appeared that if you started at 
mid-level and missed several questions, you were not provided an opportunity to 
go to higher level questions. This might have something to do with the fixed 
number of questions. We may want to take more practice tests. )  

2) Must have a proctored environment to administer 
General information: 

3) BOR system uses ACT which also produces COMPASS, whereas 
ACCUPLACER is produced by ETS who also produces SAT; this can be 
resolved with a concordance table – we may have to select an unofficial table to 
use to convert.  
 

SDSU 
 

I think ACCUPLACER and COMPASS are very similar in functionality.  They both are 
Internet based, both have a range of questions/items for various tests, and both provide 
support. 
 
ACCUPLACER may be easier to USE at distance sites.  (COMPASS is difficult as the 
distance site needs to download applications.)   
COMPASS does not work with WIRELESS; I do not remember if ACCUPLACER 
works with wireless.  Once the computer labs disappear from campus, it will be nearly 
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impossible to test all the students we currently test during orientation—unless they bring 
their own computers which are then connected to the Internet so that testing can happen.  
(I am not sure of the configurations that might be needed.) 
 
Neither COMPASS nor ACCUPLACER works in a NON-Proctored setting which would 
allow students to test prior to arrival for orientation, so I am not in favor of any change/s 
unless it is to a test that students can take before their arrival for orientation.  Many 
campuses have placement tests students take from their homes, and some schools use 
other combinations of data (ACT, high school courses taken, high school grades, etc.) to 
place students,  and these are directions that SDSU prefers.  Dr. Cogswell and I have 
been investigating various possibilities. 

 
USD 
 

1.) None of the systems are open systems (i.e., allow testing at home at the kitchen 
table).  They cannot be if one is to protect the test content which is vital to a test if it 
is to have utility.  The SDBOR information literacy test is an example of the issue 
that becomes prominent of the test if content is not protected.  This is positive for us, 
but some other SDBOR schools were not very happy with that development. 

2.) Both appear to be reasonably well researched and developed.  The technical materials 
(i.e. technical manuals, etc.) are not as detailed or accessible with either system as one 
would expect.  I am not sure that is much of an issue for others as it would be for me. 

3.) Both systems appear to provide reasonably useful and accurate placement data 
allowing for appropriate placement decisions.   

4.) The AP is far more user friendly to set up and administer at a distance site.  It easily 
allows international administration. AP does not require a “testing site,” but it does 
have an approved proctor form and protocol. 

5.) AP does not appear to have the depth we may need to determine the math placement 
decisions. We could supplement with a system developed tool to be added into the 
system, or bypass the use of the test for these placement decisions.  Our location did 
not feel this was a significant issue, but was one to consider. 

6.) AP would not allow us to run our current “gains” report if adopted as a system in the 
same way we do now.  The COMPASS is a part of the process and is mapped to the 
CAAP directly.  There are about 5%-10% of our students who are admitted without 
ACT’s who use COMPASS right now.  It is a much smaller percentage probably in 
the 2% - 4% range.  This will probably have little practical impact on the “gains” 
report here.  I do not know how this may impact this process with other institutions. 

7.) We do not know the cost of the AP process and system.  The assumption is that there 
is a comparable price process to CP.  If there is a significant price increase this may 
prove a critical aspect and would trigger a need to review here. 

8.) In summary, the impression we have, based on the data at this point, is that this would 
be a positive development to either adopt the AP fully or use it as a supplement.  The 
use of both systems allows the greatest flexibility, and would be preferable.   
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