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A Case Study on Implementing Graded English Class

ChangHoon Lee'
Department of Electrical Engineering,, Halla University

ABSTRACT

The result of the English test for freshmen showed wide difference in the ability of students, which means the graded class is
strongly required. This paper describes the case study about the graded English class that was carried out for the freshman.
Every freshman must take an English placement test from problems bank and were classified according to the result of the test.
In order to resolve the dissatisfaction of the high level students, the statutes of my university for credit were modified. In order
to analyze the effect of the graded class, evaluation test using similar problems was carried out at the end of the semester. The
effect of the graded class was analyzed by using the paired samples t-test method and there was a meaningful performance
improvement at the average score. Additional improvements in the method of classification and credit granted were made by

analyzing the results of the evaluation test and survey.
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Table 1 Configuration of students in engineering
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Table 2 Placement criteria, score band, and the average
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Fig. 2 Changes in the distribution of scores before and
after graded Class
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Table 3 Score band and average after graded class
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Table 4 Results of statistical analysis after graded class
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Table 5 Improved method of grant credits
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