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1. Narrative
The Project
Composition Open Modules Promoting Student Success (COMPSS) was produced by faculty and staff of the KSU Writing Center in collaboration with two English instructors. In summer and fall of 2021, we generated five self-contained units (referred to as “modules” in our proposal) based on five assignments commonly taught in first-year composition (FYC) at KSU: 
· Literature review  
· Annotated bibliography  
· Research proposal 
· Argumentative research paper 
· Rhetorical analysis
These units are comprehensive, peer-reviewed materials suitable for online, face-to-face, or hybrid modalities. Each unit is divided into five sections, and each section contains enough of the following materials for at least one week of instruction:
· Daily or weekly activities and low-stakes writing assignments
· Discussion prompts and group activities to foster effective student-to-student interaction  
· Daily or weekly readings  
· Videos and corresponding handouts, activities, and discussion prompts  
·  Major writing assignments
Some of these materials, including all major assignment guidelines, were created entirely by our team; others, including many of the readings, were curated from high-quality OER we located and adapted or adopted and attributed in alignment with the licenses assigned by the original creators. All original COMPSS materials are licensed CC-BY in accordance with ALG guidelines. 
The following “Note to Instructors” introduces each COMPSS unit:
COMPSS (Composition Open Materials Promoting Student Success) is a collection of free, 	high-quality course materials—readings, videos, discussion prompts, group activities, 	and sample assignment guidelines—available to you as you design and lead low- or no-	cost courses in any modality (face-to-face, online, or hybrid). Almost everything about 	COMPSS can be adjusted to fit the goals of your courses. COMPSS materials can be 	used instead of or in addition to traditional textbooks; like traditional textbooks, 		COMPSS materials supplement (but do not replace) the lectures, activities, and other 	content you develop for your course. 
This unit contains five sections, and each section includes materials for at least one week 	of instruction. Because one of the guiding principles behind COMPSS is choice, we have 	provided an abundance of content for you to sort, adopt, adapt, or reject at your 		discretion. Some sections include more materials than you might typically choose to 	assign; we invite you to make use of as many or as few of these materials as you like.
All materials created by the COMPSS team are licensed CC-BY and can be adopted, 	remixed, or shared at will as long as the materials are attributed (see items in bold font 	with the * symbol next to them); some linked materials may have stricter licensing 	guidelines, although they are all free to use. 
One final note: Students who have already completed another COMPSS unit may already 	be familiar with some of the materials included here. 
We hope you and your students will benefit from using these free, high-quality OER!
We purposefully included more materials in each section than an instructor could or would choose to include in a single course because we want to ensure that instructors, as professional educators and subject matter experts, maintain control over the classes they design and teach.
All COMPSS materials are accessible. We created or translated most materials into HTML for maximum accessibility; a few readings are currently published in PDF format, which we have also made accessible (over the next several weeks, we will translate these to HTML). 
Finally, as several pilot instructors pointed out when reviewing the materials published on the KSU Writing Center’s website, COMPSS materials are visually appealing. Because we used HTML to create new materials and adapt existing ones, COMPSS materials are well organized, visually cohesive, and “professional-looking.” While our development team had not given much thought to this element prior to publishing COMPSS materials on the KSU Writing Center website, we recognize it as a subtle but important element that we expect will make a favorable impression on instructors as they consider whether to use COMPSS materials in their classes. 

Challenges
As could be expected, our team faced multiple challenges during the grant period. In addition to time constraints and other normal issues, we contended with two unexpected challenges:
First, in summer of 2021, one of our team members chose to leave the project. Although this did not have a significant impact on the development of COMPSS materials, the team member had intended to be one of our pilot instructors, so we were concerned about reduced student impact during the grant period. To make up the difference, Harkreader taught a class in Spring 2022 using COMPSS materials. This change ended up benefiting our project because while the departed team member, a graduate student and teaching assistant, had planned to teach a low-cost class using COMPSS materials in addition to an inexpensive textbook, Harkreader’s class was no-cost because it was based entirely on COMPSS materials and required no textbook.
Second, during the grant period, all hybrid and online FYC courses taught at KSU were required to undergo a new, time-consuming review process to ensure that all materials were fully accessible. As a result, some pilot instructors did not incorporate as many materials from COMPSS as they would have otherwise. However, Greil and Harkreader designed courses (which were approved by KSU’s review process) based entirely on COMPSS materials with no accompanying textbooks. Greil and Harkreader each used three COMPSS units and found the materials to be high quality and effective in helping students achieve learning outcomes. Additionally, 60% of student responses to the survey administered at the end of the pilot semester came from students in Greil’s and Harkreader’s classes, and our team was able to gain useful insights about the quality of COMPSS materials from students’ perspectives. 

Student Impact
A total of 296 students in 13 classes were impacted by these materials during the grant period. In spring of 2022, the following seven pilot instructors used COMPSS materials in their classes:
· Rachel Greil*: 1 class, online
· Christine Harkreader*: 1 class, hybrid (50% online)
· Laura Howard*: 1 class, online
· Sabnam Ghosh*: 5 classes, hybrid (50% online)
· Kathryn Klein: 1 class, online
· Amelia Lewis: 2 classes, online
· Christopher Martin: 2 classes, hybrid (33% online)
*These pilot instructors were COMPSS development team members. 
While all pilot instructors incorporated some COMPSS materials into their classes, most did not use COMPSS materials exclusively; as noted above, only two of the pilot instructors—Greil and Harkreader—developed courses entirely based on COMPSS materials.
While most pilot instructors had used OER before in some capacity, our other team members had not. After creating COMPSS materials and seeing how effective they are for teaching writing, all of our team members plan to use OER—COMPSS materials, in particular—in the future. 
We expect many more students to be impacted by COMPSS beginning in fall of 2022. COMPSS materials are now published on the KSU Writing Center’s website, where they are publicly available. COMPSS materials are also linked in KSU’s FYC Desire2Learn page, and we have received positive feedback from instructors of FYC who have said they intend to use COMPSS materials in their classes. We plan to publish COMPSS materials in additional locations as well (see below), and we expect to build on this project in the future. 



Lessons Learned
As noted above, most pilot instructors used only some COMPSS materials. For future projects, we will ensure that, at a minimum, pilot instructors who are members of the development team will base their courses on materials developed during the grant period.
Additionally, while all seven pilot instructors shared the end-of-semester survey with their classes, only three pilot instructors – Greil, Harkreader, and Klein – had students who responded to the surveys. The total number of student respondents was 47 out of 296 students (15.9%). For future projects, we will develop strategies to make sure all pilot instructors encourage student response.
 
Materials That Will Be Shared with the Public + Licensing Information
COMPSS will benefit students and instructors at KSU and beyond. As noted above, our team has published all five COMPSS units online: They are publicly available on the KSU Writing Center’s website, and they are also linked in KSU’s FYC Desire2Learn page. In summer of 2022 we will submit COMPSS materials to KSU’s Digital Commons and to the ALG repository of OER.
All original COMPSS materials carry an Attribution 4.0 License (CC BY). Pre-existing OER that we adopted or adapted for inclusion in COMPSS units is properly attributed according to the terms set forth by the original creators. 

2. Quotations
Selected quotations from students evaluating their experience with COMPSS learning materials: 
“I really appreciated that the materials were very accessible.”
“These materials are more focused on the course content, while textbooks are often slightly off from what is discussed during a class.”
“I really appreciate being offered free materials because not everyone can afford to pay for textbooks.”
“I think the materials were very helpful and the fact that they were free was also a plus.”
“Honestly, free or low cost material is very appealing since most of us are already balancing life and school.”

3. Quantitative and Qualitative Measures
A. Uniform Measurements Questions
Student Opinion of Materials 
Was the overall student opinion about the materials used in the course positive, neutral, or negative? 
The overall student opinion about course materials was positive. 
Total number of students affected in this project: 296 during the grant period
An accompanying Excel file includes data with students’ opinions about COMPSS materials. Students’ responses to selected questions are also included in section 3b. 

Student Learning Outcomes and Grades
Was the overall comparative impact on student performance in terms of learning outcomes and grades in the semester(s) of implementation over previous semesters positive, neutral, or negative?
The overall comparative impact was neutral.

Student Drop/Fail/Withdraw (DFW) Rates
Was the overall comparative impact on Drop/Fail/Withdraw (DFW) rates in the semester(s) of implementation over previous semesters positive, neutral, or negative? 
40 (13.5%)  out of the total 296 affected students dropped/failed/withdrew from the course in the final semester of implementation. 
Choose One:  
· ___ Positive: This is a lower percentage of students with D/F/W than previous semester(s)
· _X_ Neutral: This is the same percentage of students with D/F/W than previous semester(s)
· ___ Negative: This is a higher percentage of students with D/F/W than previous semester(s)



B. Measures Narrative
Assessing COMPSS Materials
We piloted COMPSS materials in spring of 2022. At the end of the semester, we administered anonymous, IRB-approved surveys to assess student and instructor experience with COMPSS materials in classes taught by Greil, Harkreader, Ghosh, Howard, Klein, Lewis, and Martin.
We set out to evaluate the following: 
· Student satisfaction – We asked students to report on the quality and effectiveness of COMPSS materials in terms of achieving learning objectives. We also sought qualitative student feedback and suggestions for improvement.
· Instructor satisfaction – We asked instructors to report on the quality and effectiveness of COMPSS materials in terms of helping students achieve learning objectives. We also sought qualitative instructor feedback and suggestions for improvement. 
· Student material use rates – We sought to determine how many students used COMPSS materials and how many would have purchased traditional textbooks.
· Student performance – We analyzed anonymous course grade information.
· Student success and course retention rates – We analyzed anonymous drop/fail/withdrawal rate information. 
Feedback from Students
Of the 296 students affected by this project during the grant period, 47 (15.9%) responded to our end-of-semester survey (and, as noted above, we will strive in future projects to ensure all pilot instructors encourage students to provide feedback). Here are students’ answers to selected questions from the survey:
Q: To what extent do you feel the major writing assignments helped you succeed in this course?
Very much: 30 (64%)
Somewhat: 14 (30%)
Not at all: 3 (6%)

Q: To what extent do you feel the pair/group activities (e.g., peer review) helped you 	succeed in this course?
Very much: 22 (47%)
Somewhat: 18 (38%)
Not at all: 6 (13%)

Q: To what extent do you feel the required readings (articles, handouts, etc.) helped you 	succeed in this course?
Very much: 17 (36%)
Somewhat: 28 (60%)
Not at all: 2 (4%)

Q: Compared to classes you have taken that relied on traditional textbooks, how 		satisfied were you with required readings (articles, handouts, etc.) for this class?
Extremely satisfied: 18 (38%)
Somewhat satisfied: 20 (43%)
Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied: 6 (13%)
Somewhat dissatisfied: 2 (4%)
Extremely dissatisfied: 1 (2%)

Q: Given the choice between a class that uses a traditional textbook and a class that relies on free or low-cost materials, would you choose a course that relies on free or low-cost materials in the future?
Students’ responses:
Yes: 41 (87%)
Maybe: 6 (13%)
No: 0 (0%)

Average Student Savings
The average student savings per class during the grant period was $53.98. 
Students in pilot classes saved the following amount per student:
· Ghosh: $95.06
· Greil: $195.71
· Harkreader*: $0.00
· Howard: $0.00 
· Klein: $87.12
· Lewis*: $0.00
· Martin*: $0.00
*Harkreader, Lewis, and Martin used free online materials pre-COMPSS.

DFW Rate
COMPSS materials had a neutral comparative impact on DFW rates during the grant period.  
In spring of 2022, 7 pilot instructors used COMPSS materials in a total of 13 English 1102 classes with an overall DFW rate of 13.5%. The breakdown by course and modality was as follows:
ENGL 1102: 13 classes
Online: 10
Hybrid, 50% online: 1
Hybrid, 33% online: 2
Face-to-face: 0
The DFW rate for all FYC classes at KSU in spring of 2022 was 18.3%.

In fall of 2021, 5 of our pilot instructors taught a total of 12 English 1102 classes using non-COMPSS materials, with an overall DFW rate of 18.9%. The breakdown by course and modality was as follows:
ENGL 1102: 12 classes
Online: 6 classes
Hybrid, 50% online: 1 class
Hybrid, 33% online: 1 class
Face-to-face: 4 classes
The DFW rate for all FYC classes at KSU in fall of 2021 was 22%.

In spring of 2021, 4 of our pilot instructors taught a total of 5 English 1102 classes using non-COMPSS materials, with an overall DFW rate of 10.2%. The breakdown by course and modality was as follows:
ENGL 1102: 5 classes
Online: 5 classes
Hybrid, 50% online: 0 classes
Hybrid, 33% online: 0 classes
Face-to-face: 0 classes
The DFW rate for all FYC classes at KSU in spring of 2021 was 17.6%.


Feedback from Pilot Instructors
Here are pilot instructors’ answers to selected questions from the anonymous end-of-semester survey:
Q: Prior to this semester, how often have you generally required traditional textbooks for the classes you teach?
Always: 2
Most of the time: 2
About half the time: 2
Sometimes: 1
Never: 0

Q: What types of COMPSS materials did you adopt or adapt for your class(es) this semester? (Select all that apply.)
Readings: 7 
Major/high-stakes assignment guidelines: 4
Minor/low-stakes assignments: 2
Discussion prompts and/or group activities: 3
Videos: 5

Q: To what extent do you feel the COMPSS readings (articles, handouts, etc.) helped your students succeed?
Very much: 5
Somewhat: 2
Not at all: 0
Did not answer: 0

Q: Do you plan to adopt and/or adapt COMPSS materials in future classes?
Yes: 6
Maybe: 1
No: 0

Pilot instructors offered the following comments:
“These resources were very helpful and the students appreciated them! Thank you!”
“I did not use many of the high stakes assignment guidelines just because I have my own set that are well-tested. However, most of the materials were gold-lots of excellent readings and activities! Thank you!”
“My students told me how much they appreciated using no-cost material in my class. Some of them admitted they would not buy textbooks because of the high price. Using COMPSS material took away the excuse that they did not have access to readings because everything they needed was provided to them in D2L.”
“I wish I'd had more time to more fully incorporate the resources you gave me. I would have liked to have tried running a section based entirely on the materials, but the turnaround simply wasn't long enough. What I did use was very useful, but I wish I could have used more.”
“Several of my students commented that the materials were high-quality and interesting, and they liked that they were free.  The peer review activities were particularly well received by students -- many of them said they had never done peer review this way before and that this was the first class in which they had found peer review helpful.  When planning my class, I liked that there was an abundance of materials from which to choose.”

As noted elsewhere in this report—and as indicated by survey results above—a majority of pilot instructors did not use all types of COMPSS materials, and a majority of pilot instructors did not design and teach courses based primarily on COMPSS materials. Additionally, while all pilot instructors responded to the instructor end-of-semester survey, only a small number of their students responded to the student survey. These issues affected the quality of our assessment, and for future projects we will seek to address both issues. Nevertheless, Greil and Harkreader (who designed and taught free courses based primarily on COMPSS materials of all types) experienced success: courses developed using COMPSS materials and no accompanying textbook of any kind were approved during KSU’s review process, the materials helped students achieve learning objectives, and students shared positive feedback. We are confident that COMPSS materials are high-quality, and we look forward to sharing them widely and developing additional units in the future. 

Co-Factors That May Have Influenced Outcomes
Not all of our pilot instructors taught English 1102 classes in the semesters preceding our assessment of COMPSS materials. We have included data in an accompanying Excel file that reflect the DFW rates for English 1102 classes taught by pilot instructors in spring of 2021 and/or fall of 2021 in addition to spring of 2022. 
During the grant period, we piloted COMPSS materials for only one semester, and all of our pilot instructors taught English 1102 in either hybrid (33% or 50% online) or online courses. We have not piloted COMPSS materials in English 1101 classes or in face-to-face classes. 

4. Sustainability Plan
Describe how your project team or department will offer the materials in the course(s) in the future, including the maintenance and updating of course materials. 
COMPSS materials have been published on the KSU Writing Center website and are now publicly available. We have also shared links in KSU’s FYC Desire2Learn site so faculty can find them quickly and easily. At least xix of our pilot instructors also plan to use COMPSS materials in future courses—when asked whether they planned to use COMPSS materials in the future, six pilot instructors answered, “yes”; one pilot instructor answered, “maybe.”
When publishing materials on the KSU Writing Center’s website, we created HTML versions of all materials that we created and of most materials that we curated from external sources; for a few PDF documents, we created accessible versions of the original files and uploaded them, and we plan to convert these to HTML over the coming weeks. Because the KSU Writing Center hosts the COMPSS materials on our website, we are in control of them; there are no external links and therefore no chance of losing access to any COMPSS materials due to broken external links. 
As noted above, instructor feedback has been overwhelmingly positive, and we plan to request a review of COMPSS units by the English Department so they can be added to the list of recommended materials for teaching FYC at KSU.

5. Future Affordable Materials Plans
Describe any impacts or influences this project has had on your thinking about or selection of learning materials in this and other courses that you will teach in the future.
Everyone on our development team plans to continue to use free or reduced-cost materials in the future. Additionally, the KSU Writing Center plans to develop additional topic-based, COMPSS-style units for teaching writing. We believe this is high-impact work, and we look forward to building on it for many years to come. 

6. Future Scholarship Plans
Describe any planned or actual papers, presentations, publications, or other professional activities that you expect to produce that reflect your work on this project.
In March of 2022, Harkreader, Odom, Greil, Badillo-Mendez, and Howard presented at the KSU Library’s Open Education Week. During our session, “Ask an Expert – OER Movers, Shakers, and Creators Edition,” we shared information about our project as well as advice for others who may be interested in creating OER. 
As we continue to reflect on COMPSS and assess survey data, we look forward to developing additional insights, building on this work, and presenting at professional conferences and/or publishing our results. 



