
Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
FALL 2016

El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - Academic Strategies

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Inactive Date:

Standard and Rubric: All SLOs in all
courses should be succeeding at a
rate of 70% or better.

Action: As for the changing the
first SLO of AS 22, as mentioned in
the Multiple Assessments Review"
(above) ,the target date for
changing this SLO is Fall of 2018,
before the Spring 2019
assessment cycle.

Since PLO #1 ("Upon completion
of their course of study in
Academic Strategies, students will
demonstrate acquisition of college
preparatory skills that will prepare
them for transfer level skills,
vocational, or Basic Skills courses")
will need new courses for
assessment, AS 20, 23, and/or 36
should become the courses for
assessments as their content is
more suited to success in
vocational or Basic Skills courses
while AS 22 should remain an
assessed course for PLO #3
("Upon completion of their course
of study in Academic Strategies,
students will be proficient in
college level reading, writing
and/or mathematical skills") since

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Fall 2016)
Standard Met: Standard Met
In the last two years of assessment (Springs  2016 & '17), AS
20 (Prewriting Workshop) was consistent in its students'
meeting the department's target standards on two of three
SLOs (with combined means of 91.75% and 87% on SLOs 1
and 2, respectively). On SLO 3 ("Given an in-class essay
assignment, students will provide primary supporting ideas
to support the thesis"), however,  while the average success
rate of 73.5% looks passing as it exceeds the departmental
goal of 70%, one assessed section's  average (59% in Spring
of 2017) didn't meet the SLO standard. This is easily
explainable as the course was new to the faulty member
who taught it that semester and took it over from a now
retired faculty member (whose Spring 2016 average for this
SLO was an 88%). The newer faculty already addressed an
teaching strategies action plan for herself in the Spring 2017
assessment to bring up her students' success rates for the
third SLO.

In the last two years of assessment (Springs  2016 & '17), AS
22 (Vocabulary Building for College Students) was
consistent in its students' meeting the department's target
standards on all three SLOs (with combined means of 88%
on the first two and 85% on SLO 3). While the success rates
on for its latter two SLOS should be maintained and even
improved if possible, as mentioned in the Spring 2017 SLO
Assessment Report, a reevaluation of the first SLO ("Given
worksheets and in-class tests[,] the students will

Additional Comments:

Multiple Assessments - Review SLO
data for aligned courses to
determine areas of strength and
needed improvement.

Comments:

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2016-17 (Fall
2016)

PLO #3 Skills for Success - Upon
completion of their course of study in
Academic Strategies, students will be
proficient in college level reading,
writing and/or mathematical skills.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

its content and current teaching
methodology and approach are
geared more toward success in
college level courses.
(11/07/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

demonstrate the appropriate use of a thesaurus in
identifying and correctly using denotations, connotations
and euphemisms") is long past due as the focus on
vocabulary building (including synonyms and etymologically
related words) and the rise of combined dictionaries and
thesauri on apps and websites have undercut the necessity
of this outdated Student Learning Objective.

In the last two years of assessment Falls  2016 & '15), AS 23
(Spelling Techniques) was consistent in its students'
meeting the department's target standards on all three
SLOs (with combined means of 92.5%, 90.5%, and 86% on
the course's three respective SLOs).While all three SLOs
exceeded the departmental 70% success rates standards on
average and both assessed sections exceeded all of them
individually  and handily, the most recent assessed section
(Spring 2016) showed a 9 and 13% lower success rate than
the on the first two SLOs respectively than the assessed
section from Spring 2015. As with AS 20, this course was
new to the same faulty member who t took it over from a
now retired faculty member. The newer faculty already
addressed an teaching strategies action plan for herself in
the Spring 2017 assessment to bring up her students'
success rates for the two aforementioned SLOs and even
the third (while modestly ignoring the fact that her
student's success rate for that SLO was 12% higher than
those of the now retired faculty member's students from
the previous year).

In the last two years of assessment (Springs  2016 & '17), AS
36 (Sentence Errors and Punctuation) was consistent in its
students' meeting the department's target standards on all
three SLOs (with combined means of 73%, 84%, and 84.5%
on the course's three respective SLOs). Nevertheless, this
course combined data from four sections and four
instructors in that period, which can account for the notable
discrepancy on the SLO #2 ("Demonstrate competent
writing that is reasonably proficient in correct sentence
structure") which shows a drop form the Spring 2016 to
Spring 2017 semesters (90% success to 77.33% success).
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Brent Isaacs
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Briita Halonen, Mimi
Ansite, Sarah Leinen, Brent Isaacs
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: AS 20, AS 22, AS
23, AS 26

That the other two SLOs didn't show such a significant
change (a drop from 76% to 70.45% on SLO 1
["Demonstrate competent writing that is reasonably
proficient in
correct grammar skills"] and a slight gain from 83% to 86%
on SLO #3 ["Demonstrate writing that is reasonably
proficient in correct use of punctuation"] when the four
sections are compared year over year from 2016 to 2017 is
also notable. Because the standards of "reasonably
proficient" on all three SLOs can be so subjectively different,
consistent inter-departmental standards and
communication can account for the fact that there wasn't
more discrepancy between courses assessed the same
semester by two different instructors and further  in
comparison from one spring semester's two sections to
another's. (11/07/2017)
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
FALL 2016

El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - English

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Inactive Date:

Standard and Rubric: All SLOs in all
courses should have success rates
above 70%.

Action: The easiest way to
increase program-level success
would be to rewrite the poorly
met standard of the English
Literature surveys’ (15A and 15B)
shared third SLO on integration of
secondary sources into Literary
Research Writing. The Literature
program’s mean percentage of
achieved success would
undoubtedly rise if the SLO
followed in the footsteps of the
American Literature, World
Literature, and the other more
specific Literature courses in
crafting a more course-content
specific SLO on students’
understanding of the historical,
genre, cultural, or other
characteristics for each course.

In addition, because literature
faculty have been re-evaluating
courses with each subsequent
semester’s data set and making
adjustments accordingly, a
thorough evaluation of SLO data
from spring 2017 needs to be

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Fall 2016)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Assessment data for multiple literature classes taught from
spring 2014 to spring 2016 indicates the 70% success pass
rate for each course’s SLOs are being met.  The trend over
that time period is quite good.  The vast majority of SLOs
achieve 80% or higher.  There were only four occasions
when the standards for a specific SLO in a specific course
were not met.  Three of these occasions occurred during
the fall 2016 semester.  These discrepancies from the high
success rate of all other SLOs seem to be an anomaly given
that students in the same courses taught during the
previous semesters met the standards handily.  Over the
course of the assessment period, there is no single SLO in
any given course wherein students are consistently missing
the SLO benchmark.

In this current assessment cycle ENGL 15A (Survey of British
Literature I) was particularly successful in meeting its first
two SLOs (on Literature Identification and Literature
Analysis, respectively) with success rates in the 90th%,
notably above the Literature program mean but also falling
far below on its third SLO, Literary Research Writing (53%).
The fact that so many sections of ENGL 15A are offered and
taught by so many different instructors, all of whom
collectively having adjudicated their students at failing to
meet SLO #3 suggests that ECC’s students are not proficient
in researching, evaluating, and synthesizing secondary
materials. This problem likely would be best addressed

Additional Comments:

Multiple Assessments - Review SLO
assessment data for aligned courses.

Comments:

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-15 (Fall
2014), 2016-17 (Fall 2016), 2018-19
(Fall 2018)

PLO #2 Literary Knowledge - Students
will demonstrate knowledge of
literary elements, and familiarity with
authors and cultural contexts of
representative works.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Brent Isaacs; Bruce Peppard
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: ENGL 15A, 15B,
20, 21, 28, 30, 31, 35, 36, & 44
Related Documents:
LIT PLO 2017.pdf

conducted to determine if the
four anomalies mentioned in the
results section is a trend or not. 
(12/15/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

through the core English classes, probably through a
consistency project focus.

In the current assessment cycle, ENGL 15B (Survey of British
Literature II) showed even higher levels of achievement
than the Literature program’s mean on its first two SLOs (on
Literature Identification and Literature Analysis,
respectively) but also falling far below on its target
percentage on the third SLO, Literary Research Writing.

 (06/07/2017)

PLO Status: Active

Inactive Date:

Standard and Rubric:

Faculty Assessment Leader: Rhea Lewitzki
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Adrienne Sharp, Pete

Action: The committee is
exploring the process of
developing a creative writing
certificate, where students will
build a portfolio of creative work
which may be used for transfer
applications and submissions for
upper division classes.
(12/12/2019)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Fall 2016)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Looking at the current SLO data from the last three years,
students in English 24A (Introduction to Poetry) have
consistently exceeded the standard expectation of 70%
compliance, hitting 87% compliance in workshop and
portfolio/notebooks.  Similarly, students in English 25A
(Introduction to Fiction), are critiquing the work of others in
six plus weeks of workshop, engaging in revision process
throughout the semester. In addition, English 78
(Screenwriting) students exhibit a 95.5% success rate in
outlining the three-act screenplay story structure and 89%
succeeded in executing and revising the first twenty pages
of said screenplay.  All courses integrate the creative writing
conventions and ability to critique each others work in
every facet of the course.  Evidence of the program’s
success can be seen in the high proportion of creative
writing students published in the Myriad and high student
enrollment and retention in the introductory courses.
(05/12/2017)

Additional Comments:

Multiple Assessments - Review SLO
assessment data for aligned courses.

Comments:

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2016-17 (Fall
2016), 2018-19 (Fall 2018)

PLO #4 Creative Writing Process -
Students will demonstrate knowledge
of the creative writing process, an
understanding of a variety of creative
writing conventions, the ability to
critique the work of others, and the
ability to produce and revise their
own written work within a specific
creative genre.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Marcoux, Ashley Gallagher, Dana Crotwell
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: 24A, 25A, 78
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
FALL 2016

El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - Journalism

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Inactive Date:
Standard and Rubric: Multifactorial
data assessment was used. We aim
is to achieve 70 percent success on
all SLOs assessed.

Additional Comments:

Multiple Assessments - We
reviewed SLO data from aligned
courses to establish the number of
acceptable and unacceptable results.
We identified and described trends
in the analysis of successful SLOs and
actions plans in unacceptable.

Comments: Formerly PLO 6.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2016-17 (Fall
2016)

PLO #4 Journalistic Content - Free
Press - Identify and practice the role
and principles of a free press in a
participatory democracy: accuracy,
ethics, fairness and context.

Input Date: 10/31/2013

01/24/2018 Generated by TracDat® a product of Nuventive Page 1 of 1


	FALL-2016_PLO_HUM-AcadStr_4-Col-Assess-Report 
	El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - Academic Strategies 

	FALL-2016_PLO_HUM-Engl_4-Col-Assess-Report 
	El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - English

	FALL-2016_PLO_HUM-Jour_4-Col-Assess-Report 
	El Camino: PLOs (HUM) - Journalism


