Re-coding Project for CB 21 Courses Prior to Transfer
Frequently Asked Questions (English as a Second Language)
ESL 1. 
I have heard that ESL courses that are offered as transfer elective credit to CSU or UC must be coded CB21 = Y even though they are below English 1A. Is this true?
No, it is not true. ESL courses that are transferable but prior to English 1A are coded with CB 21 levels. Transferable ESL courses are coded using CB 21 = A, B, C, D, E, F or Y because the rubric shows progress towards English 1A (Freshman Composition) as the universal course required of all students who seek degrees or transfer. In addition, conventions for transferable ESL vary greatly due to individualized articulation agreements not necessarily related to English 1A so an exception was made for ESL. Using CB 21 levels for ESL courses, whether transferable or not, allows assessment levels and progress across all colleges, to be comparable based upon the rubric. For all courses other than ESL, CB 21 refers to courses below transfer only.
ESL 2. 
What if an ESL course does not offer transfer elective credit but does apply to the AA degree, will this course receive a CB 21 code?

If a course is degree-applicable, but not transferable, it will need to be coded since CB 21 is used to determine levels prior to transfer. Title 5 allows courses below transfer to be used for degree credit and has no specifications about ESL.
ESL 3. 
I see that there are ESL reading, writing, listening/speaking and integrated rubrics. Our courses are all integrated may I use the integrated rubric only.

It would seem the integrated rubric is the correct one for you to use. 
ESL 4. 
I see that there are ESL reading, writing, listening speaking and integrated rubrics. Our courses start as integrated and then split into specific reading and writing ESL courses. How do I code this sequence? Do we get credit for progress from the beginning integrated courses into the discrete reading or writing ESL courses?

Select the appropriate level for each course using the rubric. You will show progress if students go from integrated to discrete courses at a higher level (e.g. students progress from ESL integrated CB 21 = E to ESL reading CB 21 = D). You will not get credit when students progress between discrete ESL disciplines (e.g. no progress for ESL reading CB 21 = C to ESL writing CB 21 = B).

ESL 5.  Do we have to code CB 21 from one level prior to transfer or can we start from levels C - E and D-F?

Code the course at the appropriate level based on the ESL rubrics. We expect some courses may end two or more levels prior to the transfer level. 

ESL 6. 
We currently have the highest level ESL Reading and the highest level ESL Writing courses as equivalent to English one level below transfer. These ESL courses are transferable, but the English course is not. However, on the rubric the ESL courses are much below equivalent to the English course even though transferable. How do we handle this?

The transferability of ESL cannot be compared to the transferability of English and coding should not reflect that. Many colleges are re-thinking the ESL and English courses. Code the ESL courses according to the rubric. Discuss the curriculum and consider student pathways as they gain English proficiency and tackle courses in ESL and English.

ESL7. 
Where do ESL grammar courses fit?

There were inadequate numbers of pure ESL grammar courses to indicate the need for a separate category or T.O.P. code (similar to English grammar courses). Discipline faculty suggest finding the best rubric to determine coding for the grammar courses, possibly ESL writing or ESL speaking/listening, based on the major outcomes for the courses. It may result in two courses being coded on the same level in the same TOP code, which is allowed.

ESL 8. 
I am confused about the re-coding of ESL courses since we do not teach any noncredit courses in ESL. Does this mean we do NOT need to do this re-coding? If we do, what does it mean that our courses are NOT noncredit courses?
All credit and noncredit ESL courses will need to be re-coded for CB 21. This is because: 1) all of the TOP codes for ESL are new, 2)most of the errors in coding CB 21 were in credit and noncredit ESL and 3) previously CB 21 was limited to 3 levels prior to college. Now there will be 6 CB 21 levels for credit ESL and 8 levels for noncredit.

ESL 9. 
Most of my ESL reading courses fit on CB 21 = B but one or two things seem to be more at CB21 = C. How do I code it?
Use the level which best matches the majority of outcomes on a particular level. You can also look at the bigger picture, what are the prerequisites for that course and what outcomes do students master when the course is completed.
ESL 10. What if the noncredit ESL courses are not in a sequence but they are flagged as basic skills?
If the ESL course leads to an English course or transfer, it is in a sequence leading to increased basic skills. In that case you should code it with the appropriate CB 21 level. If it is a stand-alone course with no purpose in progression to another course, code it as CB 21 = Y.

ESL 11. If one ESL course is degree-applicable and one level prior to transfer (CB 21 = A) and another ESL course is basic skills and one level prior to transfer (CB 21 = A), does one of the courses need to be coded CB 21 = B?
The first question to answer is why both ESL courses with the same outcomes are being taught as different courses. If the outcomes are different or the outcomes are divided into two semesters for a particular reason, the courses can both be on the same CB 21 level. If the outcomes are identical, why do you have two courses?

ESL 12. Are there cases of ESL courses six levels below English 1A being coded as transferable?
Yes, there are a few colleges with ESL courses six levels prior to transfer that are transferable due to local articulation agreements. However, courses coded as transfer (CB 05 = A or B) cannot also be coded as basic skills (CB 08 = B).

ESL 13. In our noncredit ESL sequence we have two courses whose curriculum overlap levels G, F & E. Can we code them as G and E respectively, leaving out level F?
The courses should be coded on the rubric level with the most common outcomes, not in order to have a course on each level. If there is in reality a gap in the outcomes, you should code it as such. We are creating levels similar across all colleges based primarily upon the common outcomes.
