Assessment: Course Four Column
Fall 2018

El Camino: Course SLOs (IND) - Administration of Justice
ECC: AJ 10:Introduction to Homeland Security
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Proper Ethical Issue Response
- Given course readings, lecture,
video presentations of simulated
scenarios, students will be able to
read and evaluate a hypothetical
situation that involves ethical issues
and correctly explain a proper
response to the situation.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2021-22 (Fall 2021)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - The assessment
consisted of embedded questions in
the final examination.
Standard and Target for Success:
Target for success was 80% of the
students scoring a 3= The student
understands the concepts; or 2= The
student understands most of the
concepts with some errors; on the
rubric.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18 (Fall
2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The assessment consisted of a series of questions, for SLO
#3, embedded in the final examination. Students correctly
answering all of the questions were assigned a score of 3;
Students answering one to three of the questions
incorrectly were assigned a 2; and students answering one
or more of questions incorrectly were assigned a score of 1.
Of the 31 students assessed, 27 of the students were rated
at a 3; four students rated at 4; and zero students rated at
1. The results of the testing of the students of this section
show that 27 of the thirty-one students achieved a rating of
3.0 and the remaining four achieved a rating of 2.0. The
average assessment score for class was 2.73.

Action: Continue value added free
courses administered in
conjunction with FEMA
Independent Study- assigning
these as homework along with the
text increased the speed of
learning. (10/04/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

The student’s scores reflected all students tested had an
understanding of the concepts and material, or knew most
of the concepts and material with some errors, as per the
student learning outcomes. None of the students assessed
scored a 1.0 in the assessment indicating they did not
understand the concepts.
(10/04/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 94
Faculty Assessment Leader: Andrew Gulcher
01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Andrew Gulcher
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14 (Fall
2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The assessment consisted of six questions, two for each
SLO, embedded in the final examination. Students
answering all six questions correctly were assigned a score
of 3; Students answering one to three questions incorrectly
were assigned a 2; and students answering more than three
questions incorrectly were assigned a score of 1. Of the
seven students assessed, three of the students were rated
at a 3; four students rated at 2; and zero students rated at
1. The results of the testing of the students of this section
show that three of the seven students achieved a rating of
3.0 and the remaining four achieved a rating of 2.0. The
average assessment score for class was 2.43.

Action: I would recommend the
inclusion of physical hands-on
role-play exercises to reinforce the
student knowledge and
understanding of the concepts.
(08/25/2014)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Fall 2017 - there was a
physical hands-on role-play
exercises to reinforce the student
knowledge and understanding of
the concepts, also known as a
table top exercise of a mock
disaster. (03/15/2018)

The student’s scores reflected all students tested had an
understanding of the concepts and material, or knew most
of the concepts and material with some errors, as per the
student learning outcomes. None of the students assessed
scored a 1.0 in the assessment indicating they did not
understand the concepts.
Further analysis of the data and the student’s responses as
they pertain to the individual SLO’s was conducted. The
analysis revealed that four of the seven students correctly
answered the questions as they pertained to SLO #1; six of
the seven correctly answered the questions as they
pertained to SLO #2; and seven out of seven as they
pertained to SLO #3.
Although pleased with the results, the score’s reflect that
less than half the students (43%) completely understood all
the concepts while the remaining students (57%)
understood most of the concepts presented in class,
indicating room for improvement. (12/07/2013)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Geoff Rizzo
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Ray Lewis, Mark C.
Fields
01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - The assessment
consisted of embedded questions in
the final examination.
Standard and Target for Success:
Target for success was 80% of the
students scoring a 3= The student
understands the concepts; or 2= The
student understands most of the
concepts with some errors; on the
rubric.

01/24/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The results of the testing of the students of this section
show that eight of the students achieved a rating of 3.0,
fifteen achieved a rating of 2.0, and three a rating of 1. The
average assessment score for class was 2.4.

Action: The course structure,
textbook, and methodology used
in instruction are satisfactory.
Discussing timely current events,
news, and video as they pertain to
the Criminal Justice System,
supplements the material and
helps students in their
understanding and application of
the concepts and material.

The student’s scores reflected that the majority of the
students tested (89%) had an understanding of the concept
and material, or knew most of the concepts and material
with some errors, as per the student learning outcomes.
The remaining students (11%) scored a 1 in the assessment,
indicating they did not understand the concept.
(02/27/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 89
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Geoff Rizzo
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Given the detailed analysis of the
responses to the individual
questions as they pertain to the
SLO indicates that the majority of
the errors made in the
identification of specific theories
of criminality with their underlying
meaning. While the theories are
presented and discussed in class,
the introduction of video scenarios
to emphasize the concepts will be
considered.
(02/27/2019)
Action Category:
Program/College Support
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ECC: AJ 103:Criminal Law I
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Corpus Delecti - Successful
students in AJ 103, after reading text
material, participating in discussions
and completion of written
assignments, will be able to read any
criminal statute, list and describe that
statute’s elements, and list and
describe the corpus delecti of the
respective crime as written in the
statute.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Fall 2014), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment - Read
and analyze a scenario and
determine what probable cause
factors exist to make a stop and
determine appropriate techniques
for conducting a tactically safe stop
of the vehicle, articulating their
reasoning.
Standard and Target for Success:
The target was 75% of the students
being able to correctly identify the
crime, list that crimes elements and
explain the corpus delecti.
The rubric:
3 points for answering all parts of
the question correctly
2 points for answering most of the
question correctly
1 point of the student only answered
the question partially or the answer
was mostly incorrect.
0 points if the student was unable to
answer any part of the question.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
80% of the students whose exams where assessed were
scored either a 3 or a 2. 5% were scored a 1, and 15% of
the students were given a zero (a majority of the zeros were
given to students who failed to complete the exam.) Based
on previous assessments of this SLO the mastery of Corpus
Delicti is a priority in the course and has increased student
success rates. There is still need for improvement and
faculty will continue to develop additional lesson strategies
to improve understanding. (02/21/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 80
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: The curriculum for this
course is constantly revised as the
field of Criminal Law is dynamic.
Court cases, case law, statutory
law, and even societal influences
drive these revisions. The Course
Outline of Record will be updated
to reflect these revisions during
the CTE Two-year Course Review
(02/21/2019)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
66.66% of the students whose exams where assessed were
scored either a 3 or a 2. 20% were scored a 1, and 13.33 %
of the students were given a zero. It has been noted by this
reviewer over time, that when questions are presented that
require analysis , and when answers require conclusions
based upon that analysis, students tend to have more
difficulty and that was the case in the results for this SLO.
Corpus Delicti concepts have been difficult for students to
master. They easily memorize the elements of this concept
but struggle to apply its principles in hypothetical scenarios.
I have discussed this problem with colleagues and we are in
agreement to keep increasing focus on this concept and
develop additional lesson strategies to improve
understanding. (03/10/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: R Lewis

Action: The curriculum for this
course is constantly revised as the
field of Criminal Law is dynamic.
Court cases, case law, statutory
law, and even societal influences
drive these revisions. The Course
Outline of Record will be updated
to reflect these revisions during
the CTE Two-year Course Review.
(09/01/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Action: Continue to monitor test
scores for student success and
outcomes. (04/02/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 106:Criminal Justice Recruitment and Selection
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Agency Job Postings Following instruction and practice in a
classroom setting, successful students
in this course will be able to:
• Identify at least 3 criminal justice
agency job postings through various
media
• Explain the various steps in the
selection process for a criminal justice
job
• Prepare a resume and personal
history statement that is complete
and accurate
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201718 (Spring 2018), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration Oral Interview
Standard and Target for Success:
See attached file.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This is the first semester this course has been offered in
three years. A total of 21 students were enrolled with 17
participating in the Oral Interview portion of the SLO. Each
week there was an oral interview component introduced
into each lesson where students participated in some form
of oral presentation as a prelude to the assessment activity.
During the assessment activity students were assessed in
specific areas (see related document). Each student met the
standard during the interview phase of the assessment. The
only student who did not meet the standard was not
present for the assessment activity. (12/22/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 94
Faculty Assessment Leader: Don Mason

Action: Since the interview
process is evolving in this field
based upon the challenges and
nuances in the field, future
presentations of this course will
require further preparation by
instructors regarding any new or
recent changes in the profession
by organization seeking candidates
in the field of criminal justice.
(08/24/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
As a condition of employment to a law enforcement agency,
it is necessary for students to identify three law
enforcement agencies job announcements, and identify the
selection procedure. Each student as a part of the selection
process, submits a draft and a final resume to be used in the
hiring process as well as the law enforcement personal
history form mandated by the Commission on Peace
Officers Standards and Training (POST). (04/26/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 90
Faculty Assessment Leader: Don Mason
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14 (Fall
2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This SLO is a critical component to the class. It combines a
student's breadth of knowledge that is transferable beyond
the specific course. This SLO gives a student the opportunity
research, conduct a critical analysis, time manage, and
make an informed decision based upon the information

01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

they have discovered. This SLO is a culmination of the
material being presented and is at the heart of the title of
the course, “Selection and Recruitment”. After a period of
instruction that presents the various opportunities in
enforcement and defining the multiplicity of career paths,
the students are required to seek out job opportunities and
identify ways to gather information including the how to
complete in the selection process.
During the semester in which this was assessed, this was a
particularly challenging because there were many agencies
that had not resumed aggressive hiring unlike years past.
In the Fall of 2013, 24 students were assessed, 20 students
successfully completed the assessment. Sixteen (16) earned
an “A”, 4 earned a “B” for an overall success rate of 83%.
Four students (4) failed to complete and or submit the
assignment.
(12/07/2013)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Mark C. Fields
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Don Mason
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2012-13
(Spring 2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Assessment Data
SLO 1 – Excellent: 4 Satisfactory: 9 Unsatisfactory:
The SLO used in this assessment were designed to address
the core competencies in this course; Content Knowledge
and Personal and Professional Growth. Students in the
assessment demonstrated a willingness and desire to enter
the field of law enforcement. The course also provided the
students an oportunity to "assess" their personal attributes.
The data was an affirmation of the validity of the SLOs. SLO
one gave the student the opportunity to research various
criminal justice agencies selection processes (core
competency, academic based). Students had their “eyes
open” after sharing and listening to other students
presentation. The findings in SLO two served as a the
vocational piece, the interview process as an vital
01/24/2020
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Action: The learning outcomes for
this course are reviewed on a
regular basis to ensure their
relevance to current hiring
standards and trends. The Course
Outline of Record will be updated
to reflect these revisions during
the CTE Two-year Course Review.
(01/30/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Action: I will have specific job
seeking attributes/materials on
hand in the event I have a
population of non-law
enforcement career minded
students.
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Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

component in the selection process. (07/23/2013)
Related Documents:
AJ 106 Rubric

(09/06/2013)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: In the future, I will begin
the assessment process of the
class sooner. I discovered that the
composition of the class was not
limited to those only seeking a
career in criminal justice. It has
required me to modify curriculum
to address use the principle of
"transferable" skills . Those who
were not seeking careers in
criminal justice.

(09/06/2013)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
SLO #2 Oral Interview - Following
instruction and practice in a
classroom setting, successful students
in this course will be able to
communicate in a clear and organized
manner during a mock oral interview
for a criminal justice position and
answer hypothetical problems using
logic and correct legal standards.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

Performance - After given the
opportunity to participate in three
practice interviews, students be
participate in a mock entry level
criminal justice agency interview
with a interview panel of at least two
law enforcement professionals.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will be rated using a
standard form
Outstanding/Satisfactory/Improvem
ent Needed

SLO #3 Background Investigation Essay/Written Assignment - After a
Following instruction and practice in a course of instruction and student
01/24/2020

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This is the first time this course as been offered in several
years. There were 21 students enrolled. 17 students
participated in the assessment. 80 of the students who
were assessed were rated either Satisfactory or
Outstanding during the interview. Only this who did not
participate were not rated. (02/22/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 80
Faculty Assessment Leader: don mason
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: don mason

Action: Continue to conduct
practice interviews in order for
students to acquire the confidence
and knowledge to successfully
interview. Conduct an oral
speaking activity of some type
each class meeting in addition to
the practice interviews.
(08/24/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)

Action: This SLO is discussed and is
outlined in the syllabus, however,
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Course SLOs
classroom setting, successful students
in this course will be able to identify 3
factors that could disqualify an
applicant during a background
investigation.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2021-22 (Fall 2021)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
research in the nature of preemployment background
investigations, students will
complete a peace officer
employment history questionnaire
to identify disqualifying factors of
peace officer applicants.
Standard and Target for Success:
100% must successfully complete
the PHS . It is a requirement to pass
the class.
Additional Information: This
document serves as a measurement
of the SLO as well as a personal
inventory for the student to
determine if they qualify or will be
disqualified for a position at a
criminal justice agency.

Results

Actions

Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Of the 17 students who participated in this assessment, 16
were successful. The student who was not successful was
given the opportunity to submit the assignment but failed
to do so. Although there was a 94% success, this SLO is
critical in the assessment and recruitment process of peace
officers. The student who was not successful received the
course of instruction, but failed to submit the document
(02/22/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: don mason
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: don mason

the course of instruction doesn't
occur until week eight. Based
upon the success rate, I would not
recommend any changes at this
point to the teaching or
curriculum. (08/24/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 109:Introduction to Police Patrol Procedures
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #3 Suspicious Vehicle Stop Given instructions provided and
concepts demonstrated, successful
students will be able to describe
proper and safe techniques in making
a stop on a suspicious vehicle.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

Essay/Written Assignment - Read
and analyze a scenario and
determine what probable cause
factors exist to make a stop and
determine the tactics necessary to
make a safe stop of the vehicle.
Standard and Target for Success:
The target was 75% of the students
will score a 2 or above on this SLO
The rubric:
3 points for answering all parts of
the scenario correctly
2 points for answering most of the
scenario correctly
1 point of the student only answered
the scenario partially or was mostly
incorrect.
0 points if the student was unable to
answer any part of the question.

01/24/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
100% of the students whose exams where assessed were
scored either a 3 or a 2. In this assessment there was a
unanimous success rate but the course was low enrolled
and may have difficulty replicating the results. There is still
need for improvement and faculty will continue to develop
additional lesson strategies to improve understanding
(02/21/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: This course has been
traditionally low enrolled, even
with successful assessment data
the course should be looked at for
improvement of enrollment.
(02/27/2019)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Generated by Nuventive Improve

Page 9 of 23

ECC: AJ 11:Intelligence and Security Management
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Intelligence and Security
Management - Successful students in
AJ 11, having received lecture, viewed
video presentations of simulated
scenarios and using a hypothetical
situation, will be able to describe the
goals for security management.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Fall 2013), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2021-22 (Fall 2021)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Exam/Test/Quiz - The assessment
consisted of embedded questions in
the final examination.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 80% of the students
will score a 3= Student
understanding of concepts and
material; or 2= Student knows most
of the concepts and material, and
needs to improve.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The results of the testing of the students of this section
show that twelve of the students achieved a rating of 3 and
one achieved a rating of 2. The modal average assessment
score for the class was 3.

Action: No changes recommended
at this time. The course structure,
textbook, and methodology used
in instruction are satisfactory.
Discussing timely current events,
news, and video as they pertain to
Homeland Security, supplements
the material and helps students in
The student’s scores reflected that all of the students tested their understanding and
had an understanding of the concepts and material, or
application of the concepts and
knew most of the concepts and material with some errors,
material. (02/27/2019)
as per the student learning outcomes. None of the students Action Category:
tested scored a 1 indicating they did not understand the
Program/College Support
concepts.
(02/27/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Geoff Rizzo
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14 (Fall
2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The results of the testing of the students of this section (Fall
2013) show the rating of 13 of 15 students tested on
12/04/13 at 3.0. The 2 remaining students tested at a rating
of 2.0. The average assessment score for each of the 15
students was 2.866
Rubric Scores of 15 Total Students:
13 -Students: Rubric Scale 3= Student understanding of
concepts and material
2 -Students: Rubric Scale 2= Student knows most of the
concepts and material, needs to improve
0 -Students: Rubric Scale 1=1= Student does not know the
concepts and material
The student’s scores reflected all students tested on that
date had an understanding of the concepts and material, or
knew most of the concepts and material with some errors,
as per the student learning outcomes. No students tested

01/24/2020

Actions
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Action: I would add additional
rating categories to the testing
evaluations, breaking the “1”
section into two sections to better
quantify and understand the level
of a student not understanding
the concepts and material, should
that occur. (12/11/2017)
Action Category: SLO Assessment
Process
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Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

scored in the 1.0 level in the 3-question assessment written
test.
I am pleased with the results of this testing and the efforts
of the students to apply themselves to the learning of the
material. I believe the high level of success of the students
in effectively learning and recalling the core objectives can
be linked to a process of continual reinforcement of this
material throughout the course.
Tying the core concepts and objectives to the various text
chapters, videos presented, assignments, and classroom
lectures appears to be an effective means of reinforcing the
material and increasing student understanding and
learning.
I believe that the course structure, textbook, and
methodology used in this course have been set at a very
effective and satisfactorily level. Applying timely current
events, news, and video supplements to the material help
the students in their understanding and application of the
concepts and material.
This course was designed utilizing an effective collection of
approaches/methods to present the material. These
methods include student research, oral presentations,
current related video segments, lectures, handout material,
practical exercises, and a comprehensive Intelligence
Analysis and Security Management textbook for reference
and study. (02/23/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Geoff Rizzo
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mark C. Fields

01/24/2020
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ECC: AJ 111:Criminal Investigation
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Investigation Elements &
Facts - Upon completion of a course
in criminal investigations a student
will be able to narrate the elements
and facts of a criminal investigation in
a written report in preparation for
prosecution and courtroom
testimony.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Essay/Written Assignment Students will be provided a case
study scenario involving criminal
activity. Students will prepare a
search warrant based on the
information from the case study.
Standard and Target for Success:
Target for success is 70% of the
students scoring 80% (40 out of 50
points on the rubric) or more

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The class average for the Teach-back portion of SLO #3 was
90%.
The class average for the written assignment portion of SLO
#3 was 92%
The SLO assessment standard of 70% of the students
scoring 80% or better on the assessment was met.
Analysis- The current SLO is relevant and the instructional
methods appropriate. The standard is being met.
(05/09/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Mark C. Fields
Related Documents:
AJ 111 Sp 2014 Assessment Data.pdf

Essay/Written Assignment Students will be provided a case
study scenario involving criminal
activity. Students will prepare a
search warrant based on the
information from the case study.
Standard and Target for Success:
Target for success is 70% of the
students scoring 80% (40 out of 50
points on the rubric) or mor.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The class average for the Teach-back portion of SLO #3 was
88%. The class average for the written assignment portion
of SLO #3 13 student scored in the 90%-100% percent
range. The SLO assessment standard of 12 of the students
scoring 80% or better on the assessment was met. AnalysisThe current SLO is relevant and the instructional methods
appropriate. The standard is being met. (03/04/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: J. Acquarelli
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Actions

Action: The faculty review the
curriculum annual basis to ensure
it meets industry standards. The
next semester will occur in the Fall
2019. (03/04/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 115:Community and Human Relations
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #3 History and Evolution of
Multiculturalism in the U.S. - Upon
completion of a course of study in
multicultural law enforcement the
student will be able to explain the
history and evolution of
multiculturalism in the U.S. and the
challenges presented by a
multicultural society.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Spring 2014), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2018-19 (Spring 2019)
Input Date: 03/31/2014

Essay/Written Assignment - During
the course of the semester the
students are provided a number of
short answer essay questions related
to the history and evolution of
multiculturalism in the United States
and challenges during the
administration of justice to diverse
populations.
Standard and Target for Success:
The standard for success is 75% of
the students earning an 80% or
better on the short answer essay
questions.
Related Documents:
Representative short answer essay
question for assessment of AJ 115
SLO 3.pdf
Exam/Test/Quiz - This SLO is
covered throughout the course
however the first four chapters of
the textbook provide the foundation
and were used in this assessment.
There are several formative
assignments including low unit
Check Your Understanding quizzes
and discussion boards.
The exam is a series of fill-in-theblank, multiple-choice, and truefalse questions taken from the
chapters.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 70% or above on this SLO

01/24/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This was a single section online course during the Fall 2014
semester with 41 enrolled students. The assessment
instrument was a short answer essay question concerning
the historical treatment of Native Americans by the criminal
justice system. The average score was 83% based on the
rubric. (10/14/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: M.C. Fields

Action: This curriculum was
revised to meet C-ID standards
beginning with the Summer 2014
semester. A CTE two-year course
review will occur in Spring 2017
(05/05/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
35 were assessed during this period. 32 (91%) met the
standard. This may be due to the fact that the material of
the SLO is covered extensively during the first quarter of
the course. As a result when the material is assessed during
the first exam, the material is still fresh with the students
both in theory and as a practicality. It is reinforced and
discussed in classroom and discussions and exercises.
(06/14/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 91
Faculty Assessment Leader: D. Mason

Action: Continue to engage the
students the next time the class is
offered. In this course, students
are more expressive due to the
content and are able to relate to
SLO by way of personal antidotes,
and interaction with law
enforcement. (01/30/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Meet with Compton
Sheriff and continue to invite
personnel assigned to community
relations into the classroom for
discussions, questions and
answer and to address the impact
of multiculturalism in law
enforcement with students.
(06/14/2019)
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The Canvas LMS allows for a statistical analysis of each
question. True/False and Multiple Choice quiz questions
include an item discrimination index, which attempts to
look at a spread of scores and reflect differences in student
achievement. This metric provides a measure of how well a
single question can tell the difference (or discriminate)
between students who do well on an exam and those who
do not. It divides students into three groups based on their
score on the whole quiz and displays those groups by who
answered the question correctly.

Action: This curriculum was
revised to meet general education
standards and will be presented by
the college articulation officer to
the state for consideration in Fall
2019. (02/28/2019)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Lower discrimination scores (in red) are scored +0.24 or
lower; good scores (green) are +0.25 or higher. An ideal
discrimination index shows students who scored higher on
the quiz getting the quiz question right, students who
scored lower on the quiz getting the quiz question wrong,
and students in the middle range on either side. A
discrimination index of zero shows all students getting the
quiz question right or wrong.
Taking note of the discrimination index scores I will be
adjusting lessons to provide additional learning activities in
those areas of instruction and adjusting formative quizzes
to allow students to do better self-assessment of their
learning progress.
It should be noted that each learning module in this course
has a low-point value formative quiz activity called “Check
Your Understanding (CYU)” during which the student has
three attempts at the quiz. This aligns with the Online
Education Initiative’s Course Design Rubric Section C:
Assessment- Effective Assessment. It should also be noted
that the instructor for this course has advanced training in
course design and evaluation in addition to completing his
doctoral research on distance education.
When a student gets a question wrong in the CYU quiz, they
01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

directed to a specific place in the lesson where they can do
remedial review of the lesson. The desired outcome is the
student uses the opportunity of the formative self-check
quizzes to guide their studies. The summative exam scores
for this SLO were directly reflective of the students’ CYU
activity. In other words, those students who completed the
CYU assignments the full three times and increased their
scores each time did exceptionally well on the exam.
Moving forward I will place more emphasis on completing
the CYU quizzes by assigning a greater point value as
students often complete assignments based on the point
value of that assignment. (02/28/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 84.8
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mark Fields

01/24/2020
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ECC: AJ 12:Border and Transportation Security
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Transportation System
Vulnerabilities - Students taking AJ
12, after participating in classroom
discussions, completing in-class
writing assignments, viewing video
presentations and reading text
materials, will be able to look at the
national transportation systems, air,
rail, waterways and interstate
highways, and identify 5 specific
areas of vulnerabilities and risks.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 11/29/2013
Comments:: Not offered in FA18;
moved to FA19

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration Assessment description: After
reading the relevant chapters of the
text book, interactive and multimedia lecture along with classroom
discussion the students conduct a
classroom presentation on a
transportation system vulnerability
and a possible solution to minimize
or eliminate the issue. The
presentation is graded on a 0-100
point scale
Standard and Target for Success:
Standard target for success:
Seventy-five percent (75%) of the
students earning a B grade (>80%)
on the presentation.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Course was not offered during the Fall 2018 semester
(02/28/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: Seek input from the
Program Advisory Committee and
evaluate curriculum prior to every
semester to ensure current
industry standards are being
taught (02/28/2019)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Results: This SLO was assessed during the Fall 2015
semester. The sample size for this assessment was five
students in a class of five students. The standard was met
and reflected a clear understanding of the subject matter.

Action: Seek input from the
Program Advisory Committee and
evaluate curriculum prior to every
semester to ensure current
industry standards are being
taught. (02/08/2017)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Follow-up: Though there were only five students in this
class, the results indicate that they had a clear
understanding and current text book and learning materials
Additional Information: Results:
This SLO was assessed during the Fall are valid. The instructor reviewed the text to ensure it was
2015 semester. The sample size for current and relevant to the subject matter.
this assessment was five students in (02/08/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Mark Fields
a class of five students. The
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Donald Meredith
standard was met and reflected a
clear understanding of the subject
matter.
Follow-up: Though there were only
five students in this class, the results
indicate that they had a clear
understanding and current text book
and learning materials are valid. The
instructor reviewed the text to
ensure it was current and relevant to
the subject matter.

01/24/2020
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ECC: AJ 126:Juvenile Delinquency and Legal Procedures
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #3 Diversion and Incarceration - Case Study - Class was not offered
After reading text material and hand during Fall 2018
outs and other instructional
materials, and after participating in
classroom discussions, and
cooperative group discussions, watch
and discuss videos on the subject, AJ
126 will be able to review a
hypothetical situation involving a
juvenile offender, and prepare
recommendations for diversion of
that juvenile offender, providing facts
that would support diversion in lieu
of incarceration.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2021-22 (Spring 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Class was not offered during Fall 2018 (11/15/2018)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: None (11/15/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 133:Fingerprint Classification and Investigation
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Lifting Fingerprints - Given
instruction, demonstration and
practice, students enrolled in AJ 133
will be able to use fingerprint
powder, fingerprint brush, card and
lifting tape, process a potential site
for latent fingerprints, develop a
print, lift it and place it on a print
card.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Fall 2014), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Laboratory Project/Report Students will demonstrate an ability
to develop, lift, and document latent
prints.
Standard and Target for Success:
Standard for success is 75% of
students earning a score of 80% on
the assessment.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Of the ten students in the class, 9 received a grade of 100
and 1 received a grade of 90. The students did an excellent
job of developing and lifting latent prints. (02/28/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Linda Schuetze

Action: The students did very well
on this assessment due to having
the necessary supplies for real
world teaching demonstrations.
Continued funding for
instructional supplies is vital to the
success of this course.
(02/28/2019)
Action Category:
Program/College Support

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Twenty-one students completed this assignment with 95%
scoring an 80% or above on the assessment. (12/04/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: L. Schuetze
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: M. Fields

Action: Continue to improve
teaching strategies through
professional development
activities in order to maintain the
strong success rate. (05/11/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 134:Introduction to Crime Analysis
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Crime Report Patterns - AJ
134 students, after reviewing text
material, participating in classroom
discussions and reviewing examples
of crime analysis reports, will be able
to explain how data is entered into
computer programs and how the data
on reports produced are
subsequently converted to show into
specific patterns and modus operandi
of criminal offenders.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Spring 2014), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Exam/Test/Quiz - The student is
given a written examination on the
subject matter.
Standard and Target for Success:
The target for success is 80% of the
students earning 70% or better on
the quiz.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Twenty-two (24) students completed the mid-term
examination which consisted of the subject matter listed in
the SLO. Twelve (12), 54%, of the students earned a 70% or
above on the exam. Another three (3) students narrowly
missed the standard earning a 67%. Some of these students
were struggling in the class and dropped out after the midterm (03/08/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Mark C. Fields
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mike Smith

Action: A comprehensive course
review is being conducted to
determine what adjustments may
need to be made in the learning
outcome, curriculum, or course
delivery methods in order to meet
our goals. (12/11/2014)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Project - Students were given several
sample written police reports, where
they had to obtain information from
those reports, enter them into crime
matrices and then determine the
patterns contained in those reports,
such as observable patterns in day
and time, MO, and whether they
were part of a series or were
individual instances.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 70% or above on this SLO.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
For this SLO assessment 19 students enrolled and 18
students scored at least 70 percent or better. This level of
success is due in part to the students constantly attending
class and maintaining the parameters set out in the class
syllabus (03/01/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 95
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mike Smith

Action: The success rate of this
course is high, this course has
practical real world applications
and future student success would
benifit with the inclusion of
relevant technologies in Crime
Analysis, including but not limited
GIS mapping software..
(03/01/2019)
Action Category:
Program/College Support
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ECC: AJ 135:Report Writing
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Written Narrative - Successful
students in AJ 135, after having
reviewed their report writing manual
and video tapes of simulated crimes
and arrests and participated in
discussions, will be able to construct a
narrative based on those scenarios
that is written in an acceptable
format, accurately and clearly
describe the elements of the
particular crimes or the probable
cause for the arrests, document
statements that are clear, accurate
and complete, and write such
narratives using correct standard
English grammar and contain no
spelling errors.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/29/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment Students were required to write a
crime report based on a simulated
crime, a murder. The students
viewed and discussed a video of the
crime that included witness
statements and a physical and
forensic evidence. Handouts
containing additional facts were
provided to the students to assist
them in completing the report.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 4 or above on this SLO.
Additional Information: The rubric
for this assessment was: 5 = student
successfully placed information in
the proper parts of the report
completely and without errors; 4=
student made some errors; 3 =
improvement needed; 2 = student
made many errors; 1 = student
unable to complete the report as
required. The target for this
assessment was that 75% of the
students assessed would score a 4 or
a 5.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
21/25 students or 84% were successful on this SLO scoring a
4 or 5 on this assessment. (02/27/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 84
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: The success rate was high
among students that were diligent
in attending class, but this course
is traditionally difficult for
students and continued
improvement by instructors is
necessary to maintain high success
rates. (02/27/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: AJ 170:Laws Arrest, Search and Seizure
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Exclusionary Rule - Students
receiving instruction in AJ 170 and
who have read handouts, completed
written assignments involving factual
situations and the application of the
constitutional rules of search and
seizure, and have participated in
classroom discussions will be able to
explain the exclusionary rule, its
historical development and how it is
applied to challenge searches and
seizures conducted by law
enforcement agencies.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Fall 2014), 2018-19 (Fall 2018),
2022-23 (Fall 2022)
Input Date: 11/17/2014

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment Students are administered a 40
question final examination with
scenario based questions which
required critical thinking and analysis
of those scenarios. A total of 10
questions from the examination
were pre-selected (five questions for
each SLO) for this assessment.
Standard and Target for Success:
The standard target for success is
80% of the students scoring 70% or
better on the examination.
Related Documents:
Fall 2014 Assessment Results.pdf
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
provided instruction on the case law
and historical development of the
Exclusionary Rule. They then
completed an exam in the following
format:
15 multiple choice questions
Two essay questions involving a
search and seizure scenario which
required analysis of the scenario and
application of case law to the police
activities.
A case law matching question where
they matched a court case with the
subsequent ruling in that case.

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 70% or above on this SLO.
01/24/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
The final examination for this course was used to assess
Student Learning Outcomes #1 and #3. The test included
multiple choice and dichotomous answer choices. A total of
10 questions from the examination were pre-selected (five
questions for each SLO) for this assessment. A total of 34
students completed the examination during the Fall 2014
semester. The results were as follows:

Action: Curriculum and course
delivery methods will be reviewed
and assessed to determine what, if
any, changes need to be made to
meet SLO target standards. Fulltime faculty responsible for AJ
Program administration and
assessment discussed the
assessment results with the
faculty instructing this course to
ensure course curriculum was
current and SLO was relevant.
This discussion led to a pending
revision of SLO #2 for this course.
(05/11/2016)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

SLO #3 72.3 % of the students scored a 70% or above on the
questions assessed.
(12/10/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Mark Arnold
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mark C. Fields
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The Canvas LMS allows for a statistical analysis of each
question (see attachment). True/False and Multiple Choice
quiz questions include an item discrimination index, which
attempts to look at a spread of scores and reflect
differences in student achievement. This metric provides a
measure of how well a single question can tell the
difference (or discriminate) between students who do well
on an exam and those who do not. It divides students into
three groups based on their score on the whole quiz and
displays those groups by who answered the question
correctly.

Action: As this is a class in
Constitutional Law, that topic is
very dynamic and can change
several times a semester. As such
it is recommended instructors
review the Attorney General's or
District Attorney's case law
updates at least once per semeste
(03/01/2019)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Lower discrimination scores (in red) are scored +0.24 or
lower; good scores (green) are +0.25 or higher. An ideal
discrimination index shows students who scored higher on
the quiz getting the quiz question right, students who
scored lower on the quiz getting the quiz question wrong,
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

and students in the middle range on either side. A
discrimination index of zero shows all students getting the
quiz question right or wrong. Taking note of the
discrimination index scores I will be adjusting lessons to
provide additional learning activities in those areas of
instruction and adjusting formative quizzes to allow
students to do better self-assessment of their learning
progress.

It should be noted that each learning module in this course
has a low point-value formative quiz activity called “Check
Your Understanding (CYU)” during which the student has
three attempts at the quiz. This aligns with the Online
Education Initiative’s Course Design Rubric Section C:
Assessment- Effective Assessment. It should also be noted
that the instructor for this course has advanced training in
course design and assessment in addition to completing his
doctoral research on distance education.
When a student gets a question wrong in the CYU quiz, they
directed to a specific place in the lesson where they can do
remedial review of the lesson. The desired outcome is the
student uses the opportunity of the formative self-check
quizzes to guide their studies. The summative exam scores
for this SLO were directly reflective of the students’ CYU
activity. In other words, those students who completed the
CYU assignments the full three times and increased their
scores each time did exceptionally well on the exam.
Moving forward I will place more emphasis on completing
the CYU quizzes by assigning a greater point value as
students often complete assignments based on the point
value of that assignment. (03/01/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 76
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mark Fields

01/24/2020
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ECC: AJ 26:Introduction to Terrorism and Counterterrorism
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

SLO #1 Roles, Functions, and
Class was not offered in Fall 2018
Dependencies - Define the roles,
functions, and dependencies between
local, federal, and international
counterterrorist organizations.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 08/24/2015
Comments:: Not offered in 2016

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Class was not offered in Fall 2018 (02/21/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: None (02/21/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: When class is offered
we will determine if follow up is
necessary (02/21/2019)

SLO #2 Characteristics - Describe
Class was not offered in Fall 2018
specific characteristics of terrorist
organizations.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 08/24/2015

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Class not offered Fall 2018 (11/15/2018)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: None (11/15/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: When class is offered
we will determine if follow up is
necessary. (02/21/2019)

SLO #3 Impact of Modern Day
Class was not offered in Fall 2018
Terrorist Attacks - Explain the impact
of modern day terrorist attacks on
both law enforcement and the
economy.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201819 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)
Input Date: 08/24/2015

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Class was not offered in Fall 2018 (02/21/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ryan Anthony

Action: None (02/21/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: When class is offered
we will determine if follow up is
necessary (02/21/2019)

01/24/2020
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