Assessment: Course Four Column
Spring/Summer 2019

El Camino: Course SLOs (MATH) - Computer Sciences
ECC: CSCI 12:Programming for Internet Applications using PHP, JavaScript, and XHTML
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Side-Scripts - Develop a clientside script to create a drop down
menu for a web page.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015), 2018-19 (Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/19/2013
Comments:: Not offered in FA17-move to SP18 per Susanne Bucher

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Exam/Test/Quiz - A question was
included on test 2 to evaluate SLO
#2, which asked students to solve a
problem and for each segment 2
points were assigned.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Total students 14
12 completed correctly (7 - 10)
12/14 = 86%
Completed
2/14 = 14%
SLO #2 Write client-side scripts using 2 Almost Completed (Score 4 - 6)
0
Did
not
complete
(Score
0
3)
0/0 = 0%
Javascript
1.
Given the following HTML
code, write the JS function to replace
the contents of paragraph with
current date and time.
<html>
<head>
<script> // your function goes here
</script>
</head>
<body>
<h1>My First JavaScript</h1>
<p id="demo">This is a paragraph.
</p>
<button type="button" onclick="
displayDate()">Display
Date</button>
</body>

01/28/2020

Results show that 86% of the students were able to
complete the task successfully and 14% were able to get
majority of the task done.
Analysis shows, majority of the students don't need to do
anything, the remaining 14% need more practice in writing
and using functions in JavaScript. I plan to include more in
class exercises in the future classes. (02/01/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Massoud Ghyam
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Massoud Ghyam
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Actions
Action: Add more in class
exercises/quizzes to use JS
functions. (02/03/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: 2 extra in class
exercises were assigned and
students had to work on them.
One question asked them to add
a running digital clock to a web
page. The second assignment
asked them to create a page to
show a series of pictures and
allow user to rotate them.
(09/27/2016)
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Total students 11
8 completed correctly (7 - 10)
8/11 = 73%
Completed
0 Almost Completed (Score 4 - 6)
0/11 = 0%
3 Did not complete (Score 0 - 3)
3/11 = 27%

Action: Plan to use a test or quiz
for SLO access to have a better
control over completion of the
task. Not all students submit all
their homework and labs.
(09/02/2020)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

</html>
Standard and Target for Success: If a
student was able to get at least 7 out
of 10 points it was deemed
successful in understanding the
topic.
Homework Problems - A lab
assignment was given to create an
HTML page to include a Dropdown
Menu inside a Navigation Bar.
If a student is able to get at least 7
out of 10 points it was deemed
successful in understanding the
topic.
Standard and Target for Success:
Based on percentages, it is expected
that student will score 90% or more
on this SLO.
Related Documents:
CSci12_SLO_2_Massoud_Ghyam_S
pring19.docx

01/28/2020

Results show that 73% of the students were able to
complete the task successfully and 27% did not submit the
lab and received a 0 for the lab.
Analysis shows, 100% of the students who completed the
lab were successful and those who failed was due to not
submitting their labs. (09/02/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 73
Faculty Assessment Leader: Massoud Ghyam
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Massoud Ghyam
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ECC: CSCI 30:Advanced Programming in C++
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Tracing and Verifying Students, when given a code segment
involving use of a class, will be able to
trace the construction of class
objects, trace the destruction of class
objects, verify whether memory leaks
have occurred, trace object
assignment operations, verify when
copy constructors are invoked and
when overloading of copy
constructors is required.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2018-19 (Spring
2019)
Input Date: 11/19/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - You have been
given copies of the file
MemberInitializationListDetails.cpp
that contains code for a class Name,
a class Student, and a main function.
On page 2, in the Student class there
is code delineated as Version 1 and
as Version 2. Similarly, on pages 2
and 3, in the main function, there is
code that is also delineated as
Version 1 and as Version 2. Your job
is to:
(a) Write the output that is written
to the monitor when both Version 1
components are active.
(b) Write the output that is written
to the monitor when both Version 2
components are active.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
59.1% scored 90% or higher (13 of 22).
27.3% scored 80% or higher (6 of 22).
13.6% scored 70% or higher (3 of22).
Because of the small number of students, the level of
maturity of the students taking the class was greater than
the norm, which led to the exceptionally good results for
this semester. (09/09/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ralph Taylor
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Ralph Taylor

Action: Work toward having 85%
score 75% or higher every
assessment. (09/10/2018)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: The goal of 85% of
students scoring 75% or higher
was achieved. (10/04/2016)

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
score 70% or higher.
See attached documents for rubric.
Related Documents:
MemberInitializationListDetails.cpp
MemberInitializationListDetails
Sample Runs.txt
Exam/Test/Quiz - 1. You have been
given copies of the file
MemberInitializationListDetails.cpp
that contains code for a classes
Name and Student, and a main
function. On page 2, in the Student
class there is code delineated as
Version 1 and as Version 2. Similarly,
on pages 2 and 3, in the main
function, there is code that is also
01/28/2020

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
35 students participated. 22 students, 62.857% earned A
range scores.
5 students, 14.286%, earned B range scores.
3 students, 8.571%, earned C range scores.
So, 85.714% of the students earned passing scores.
2 students, 5.714%, earned D range scores.
3 students, 8.571%, earned F range scores.
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

delineated as Version 1 and as
Version 2.
(a) Write the output that is written
to the monitor when both Version 1
components are active.
(b) Write the output that is written
to the monitor when both Version 2
components are active.
2. Regarding classes with at least one
member data item that is a pointer
that is used for dynamic memory
allocation, provide examples of why
the system generated copy
constructor is not acceptable, why
the system generated destructor is
not acceptable, and why the system
generated assignment operator is
not acceptable. You should use your
version of the Person class from
assignment Pgm01. The examples
should be code segments, along with
sketches related to those code
segments, detailing exactly what is
happening.

Related Documents:
MemberInitializationListDetails.cpp
Exam/Test/Quiz - 1) Consider the
following program
#include <iostream>
using namespace std;
class Base {
public:
Base() { cout << "1 " << endl; }
~Base() { cout << "4 " << endl; }
};
class Derived : public Base {
public:
Derived() { cout << "2 " << endl; }
01/28/2020

Actions

This result is generally consistent with the standard of 85%
scoring 75% or higher on every assessment. (09/13/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ralph Taylor
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Ralph Taylor

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
11 of the 37 scored 7 or better out of 10, so that 30.56%
scored at the generally adequate understanding level.
17 of the 37 scored either a 5 or 6, so that 47.22% scored at
the poor understanding level.
8 of the 37 scored below a 5, so that 22.22% scored at the
low understanding level.
Average 61.60%
Median 64%
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Action: Give students more
outside resources to enable them
to better understand the nuanced
features of advanced
programming. (09/11/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Action Encouraging
students who have taken CS30 to
become tutors for the Math Study
Center, that should provide more
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

~Derived() { cout << "3 " << endl; }
};
int main () {
Derived d;
cout << "---" << endl;
Base *b = &d;
cout << "---" << endl;
Base *ptr = new Derived();
cout << "---" << endl;
delete ptr;
cout << "---" << endl;
}
a) What is the output of the
following code?
b) Is
a copy constructor /
assignment operator needed in the
code? Why or why not?
c) Identify the error in the code and
its potential effect?
***Rubric:***
a)
What is the output of the
following code? (5 points)

Actions

resources for students to utilize.
(09/01/2020)
For the students who met the target, I think they
Action Category: Teaching
communicated well with the instructor, understood class
Strategies
lectures, studied the supporting materials and understood
C++ inheritance. About 69% of the class did not meet the
SLO standard of 70 % that was set. This was a very difficult
problem that deals with intricacies of the C++ language,
perhaps the question was too difficult. We should continue
to encourage students to do additional practice problems
outside of class as a way of supplementing their learning. As
a department, we should continue to encourage students to
take part in our tutoring services. Other typical factors we
have seen hindering student success in community colleges
and Computer Science are:
1. Demanding work and college schedule.
2. Borderline success in pre-requisite class or having done
such class so long ago that due to lack of use the prerequisite material has been forgotten.
4. Sudden change in student’s life condition that required
attention and time resources to be redirected from studies
towards resolution of such condition.
(09/14/2019)
% of Success for this SLO: 30.54
Faculty Assessment Leader: Solomon Russell
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Solomon Russell

1
2
----1
2
--4
--3
4
b)
Is a copy constructor /
assignment operator needed in the
code? Why or why not? (2 points)
01/28/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

The copy constructor and
assignment operator are not needed
in the code. There is no resource
allocated in the class, therefore the
default copy constructor and
assignment operator will suffice
c)
Identify the error in the
code and its potential effect? (3
points)
Because the base class’s destructor
is not labeled virtual it’s possible
that the base component inside of
the derived objects will not be
destroyed, thus leading to a memory
leak.

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 70% of students will
score 70% or higher on this question

01/28/2020
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ECC: CSCI 40:Introduction to UNIX/LINUX Operating Systems
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Using Shell Programming Students use shell programming to
create file processing applications and
control user interaction.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2018-19 (Spring
2019)
Input Date: 11/19/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
12 out of 17 students (71%) d assessed, scored 70% or
higher. Three of the 5 students falling below the pass line
were close, with two scoring 50% and the third scoring 60%.
Given that this was the part-time instructor's first time
teaching the course, we can expect that the pass rate will
improve. Had the 2 of the 3 students that were "close"
made the cut, the pass percent would have been 82% and
met the target. (09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Gregory L. Scott
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Gregory L. Scott,
Edwin Ambrosio
Related Documents:
CS 40 0132 Spring 2015 SLO Assessment_Results.xls
undefined

Action: The next time this SLO is
assessed, we will preview the
assessment and give more
direction in presenting the
material which this SLO is
designed to assess. (09/11/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Meet with the
instructor for a preview and
discussion of the material related
to the SLO. (09/09/2016)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
I put this question as a homework assignment. Out of 20
Write a Shell script system called
students, 15 students mostly or completely understood. It
phonesys that will maintain entries
in a user's phonebook. The format of was disappointing to see that 25% of the students had no or
little understanding. This is a marked improvement for this
the phonebook records will be:
assignment from a point where 42% of the students showed
name:phone# (same as in
no or little understanding. This did show some failure on
lab04)
When phonesys is typed at the UNIX my part to determine how to properly work the students up
to doing the shell script. (09/06/2019)
prompt, the user will be prompted
for the name of his/her phonebook: % of Success for this SLO: 75
Faculty Assessment Leader: Edwin Ambrosio
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Edwin Ambrosio
What is the name of your
Related Documents:
phonebook? mybook
CS 40 0136 Spring 2019 SLO Assessment.xls
then a menu of choices will appear
CS 40-0136 SLO 2 Spring 2019 - Edwin Ambrosio.docx
similar to below:

Action: The next time this SLO is
assessed, we will focus on making
sure we determine earlier which
students are having difficulty
understanding the topic, possibly
by having them do an example in
class first prior to doing the
assignment. (09/06/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Laboratory Project/Report - See
attached file.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 80% of the students
will receive a 70% score or better.
Related Documents:
CS40_SLO2_Question_Spring2015.t
xt
CS 40 Rubric for Grading the SLO
Question.docx

Project - The following project will
be given in class:

Phone book system
01/28/2020
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Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

1) add an entry
2) delete an entry
3) list file or entry
4) change entry
5) exit system
What is your choice?
For choice=1 (add), the system will
prompt the user to enter
the name and phone number of the
new entry, similar to below:
Enter name to add
John Doe
(<- type by
user)
Enter phone number to add
555-2345
(<-typed by
user)
The added entry would be "John
Doe:555-2345"
Would you like to add another?
For choice=2 (delete), the system
will prompt the user to enter the
name:
Enter name to delete:
John Doe
(<- type by
user)
3:John Doe:555-2345
4:John Doe:222-1111
Which line will be deleted? 4
John Doe:222-1111 has been
deleted!
Would you like to delete another?
01/28/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

For choice=3 (list), the system will
display a submenu similar to below:
1) list entry
2) list file
For subchoice=1, prompt the user
for the name to lis
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 80% will score 70%
or higher on the project.
Rubric for Grading the SLO Question:
The project is a menu driven script
with an add choice, a delete choice,
a list choice, and a change choice.
The grading should be as follows:
Menu
0-1 points
1displays the menu 0 – errors in menu
display
Add
0-2 points
2adds an entry 1 – add attempted
with errors 0 – did not attempt
Delete 0-2 points
2deletes the requested entry 1 delete attempted with errors 0 – did
not attempt
List
0-1 point 1 - lists the
requested entry 0 – errors in listing
entry
Change with submenu
Change name 0-2
2–
changes name of entry 1 –
attempted with errors 0 – did not
attempt
Change phone number 0-2
points 2 – changes number of
entry 1 – attempted with errors 0 –
did not attempt
01/28/2020
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Assessment Method
Description
Total Pts

Results

Actions

0-10

SLO Assessment:
0 –No understanding
The student is unable to use shell
programming to create file
processing applications and control
user interaction.
1 –Some understanding
The student is somewhat able to use
shell programming to create file
processing applications and control
user interaction.
2 –Most understanding
The student is mostly able to use
shell programming to create file
processing applications and control
user interaction.
3- Complete understanding
The student is able to use shell
programming to create file
processing applications and control
user interaction.

01/28/2020
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