
Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2017

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Art

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Faculty Assessment Leader: Vince Palacios
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Art 101 SLO # 3

Art 207 SLO # 3 Art 102A SLO # 3 Art 208
SLO # 3 Art 102B SLO # 3 Art 209 SLO # 3

Art 102C SLO # 3 Art 217 SLO # 3 Art 106 SLO # 3

Action: SLO input is crucial to PLO
assessment. It is recommended
that and earlier date for inputing
data for each SLO assessment be
considered.  (10/09/2018)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Spring 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Met
30 courses had SLO's that aligned with this PLO. Of those 30
courses 21 courses completed their SLO's and input the
data into Trac-Dat in time to do the PLO assessment. 19 of
those courses met their standard for success. 2 of the
courses did not, but just missed the standard for success by
a small margin. At the course level where the concepts in
PLO # 3 are being taught, we had great success in
communicating how to critically communicate ideas about
art by oral, visual, and/or written methods. The strength of
our art faculty is demonstrated in the diverse ways in which
this complex idea is successfully being executed.
In the area of written communication of ideas about art, the
following courses did very well:
102A,102B,102C. The need for more pre-emptive work on
vocabulary expansion to more clearly communicate Ideas
was identified and is being worked into a number of
courses.  In the area of visual communication of ideas, the
following coursed did very well:  110,131,133,152,153. The
results of the SLO data encouraged more communication
and coordination between full and part-time faculty across
multiple course sections. It also led to discussions about
ways to improve teaching strategies.  (10/09/2017)

Performance - The following Art
Course SLO’s align with PLO # 3:
Upon completion of the art program,
students will demonstrate the ability
to critically communicate ideas
about art by oral, visual, and/or
written methods.

Art 101 SLO # 3
Art 207 SLO # 3

Art 102A SLO # 3 Art 208
SLO # 3

Art 102B SLO # 3 Art 209
SLO # 3

Art 102C SLO # 3 Art 217
SLO # 3

Art 106 SLO # 3 Art 218
SLO # 3

Art 109 SLO # 3 Art 224
SLO # 3

Art 110 SLO # 3 Art 225
SLO # 3

Art 131 SLO # 1 Art 232
SLO # 1,2,3

Art 133 SLO # 3 Art 233
SLO # 2

Art 152 SLO # 3 Art 253
SLO # 3

Art 153 SLO #1,2,3

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2016-17
(Spring 2017), 2019-20 (Spring 2020)

PLO #3 Communicating Content -
Upon completion of the art program,
students will demonstrate the ability
to critically communicate ideas about
art by oral, visual, and/or written
methods.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: 75% of the
aligning course SLO's should have
met there targets

Art 218 SLO # 3 Art 109 SLO # 3 Art 224 SLO # 3
Art 110 SLO # 3 Art 225 SLO # 3 Art 131 SLO # 1

Art 232

Art 282 SLO # 1
Art 187 SLO # 3 Art 283

SLO # 1
Art 194 SLO # 1 Art 288

SLO # 3
Art 195 SLO # 2,3 Art 289

SLO # 3
Art 205A SLO # 3
Art 205B SLO # 3

Each aligning SLO will be evaluated
to see if that SLO target was
reached. 75% of the SLO’s should
meet their targets. After reviewing
the assessment data for each course
SLO, Changes and possible
improvements for program PLO’s
can be determined.
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2017

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Dance

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active
Standard and Rubric: Complete
understanding DANC 101- 33.76%,
DANC 103 - 48.00% DANC 105 - 100
%
Proficient understanding DANC 101-
40.76%, DANC 103 - 32.00% DANC
105 - 0%
Basic understanding DANC 101-
25.48%, DANC 103 - 20%, DANC 105
- 0%
An inability to understand DANC
101- 0%, DANC 103 - 0%, DANC 105 -
0%

Faculty Assessment Leader: Daniel Berney
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Daniel Berney,
Kanisha Bennett, Amy Allen, Jill Nunes Jensen, Hiroko Hojo,
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Dance 101,
Dance 103, Dance 105
Related Documents:
Dance PLO1_sp17_all.pdf

Action: Create a more
standardized live concert critique
template that can be
disseminated to all sections of
these three classes. The higher
result of a complete
understanding of this PLO among
the DANC 105 students would
seem to be an argument for
smaller class size and the support
(or at least guest presence) of a
musician to re-inforce the live
concert critique components
including the musical
accompaniment.  (06/29/2018)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Spring 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Not Met
Complete understanding: DANC 101-43.16%, DANC 103-
23.08%, DANC 105-69.23
Proficient understanding: DANC 101-33.68%, DANC 103-
26.92%, DANC 105-15.38%
Basic understanding: DANC 101-23.16%, DANC 103-46.15%,
DANC 105-15.38%
Inability to understand: DANC 101 - 0%, DANC 103-3.65%,
DANC 105-0%
Regarding frequency 70.90% of the respondents were
students from the various sections of DANC 101, 19.40% of
the respondents were students from DANC 103 and 9.70%
of the respondents were students from DANC 103. Some of
the notable variables include sections of FYE (First Year
Experience) students were also represented in DANC 101
and DANC 103 sections. Also it should be noted that there is
only one section of DANC 105 and it is a class specific to
dance majors and also a smaller class size (15 seats) as
opposed to the two larger lecture classes, DANC 101 and
DANC 103 (45 seats).   (07/11/2017)

Additional Comments: There are
multiple sections of DANC 101
allowing for a much greater level of
response and variance in faculty
dissemination of the critique criteria.
There is only one section each of
DANC 103 and 105 although the

Multiple Assessments - Attendance
at and the resulting
analyzing/critiquing of the
designated live dance concerts for
this class resulted in my ability to
possess of the different  dance styles
that were presented.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-14
(Spring 2014), 2016-17 (Spring 2017)

PLO #1 Analyzing and Critiquing
Dance - Styles Upon successful
completion of this program the
student will be able to analyze and
critique dance styles, music and
artists within a cultural, relevant and
historical context.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Related Documents:
Dance PLO 1 assessment results Sp
14.pdf

Faculty Assessment Leader: Daniel Berney
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Amy Allen, Jill Jensen-
Nunes, Michelle Funderburk, Hiroko Hojo
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Dance 101,
Dance 103, Dance 105
Related Documents:
Dance PLO 1 assessment results Sp 14.pdf

Action: A standardization of
criteria and per-concert
preparation for this written live
concert critique assignment would
aid in the ability of the students
especially in the Dance 101
multiple class sections. Since
these sections of Dance 101 are
taught by several faculty
(primarily adjunct) there is a wide
range of criteria currently be
employed. Additionally the
general student population in
Dance 101 and Dance 103 should
be given a live concert etiquette
orientation separate from the
Dance 105 class which is geared
primarily to the dance major
student population.
(06/12/2015)

Follow-Up: While there continued
to be several sections of Dance
Appreciation, Dance 101, with
several instructors, there
continues to be offered only 1
section of Dance 103, Dance
History of the 20th Century.
Additionally for both the Fall
semester 2014 and Spring
semester 2015 Dance 105, Music
for Dance was cut by the Fine Arts
Division Dean. The follow up of
standardizing of the critiques was
then limited to the Dance 101,
Dance Appreciation class and
needs to be initially addressed as
part of the Fall semester 2015 flex
day activities. (06/11/2015)

Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester of Current Assessment: 2013-14 (Spring 2014)
Standard Met: Standard Not Met
There are multiple sections of DANC 101 allowing for a
much greater level of response and variance in faculty
dissemination of the critique criteria. There is only one
section each of DANC 103 and 105 although the assessment
results for DANC 101 and 103 are similar. Only Dance 105,
Music for Dance shows and excellent rubric result regarding
this PLO. The fact that this class is specific to dance majors
and is a smaller pool of students (10-15 students) as
contrasted with  Dance 103 and Dance 101 which are both
general education, transferable oriented classes with much
larger student pools (45 students) can be attributing factors
regarding these results. Additionally several faculty teach
sections of Dance 101 and require a variety of live concert
attendance with a range of criteria and pre-concert
preparation.   (09/22/2014)

assessment results for DANC 101
and 103 are similar.

01/31/2020 Generated by Nuventive Improve Page 2 of 2

https://elcamino.tracdat.com:443/tracdat/viewDocument?y=QUf4GiiDIWPb
https://elcamino.tracdat.com:443/tracdat/viewDocument?y=QUf4GiiDIWPb
https://elcamino.tracdat.com:443/tracdat/viewDocument?y=dONfYMapOBUl


Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2017

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Film/Video

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: Standard was
that 75% of the students answered
75% of the embedded questions
correctly. Questions were either
True/False, multiple choice, or
matching thus the answers were
either correct or incorrect and no
rubric was needed.

Action: Allow for expansion of
course offerings to include more
production courses each semester
including winter and summer
terms. Currently we are artificially
constrained and teach only 15 film
courses a semester, of which only
4 are production, hands-on
filmmaking classes. Our students
are introduced to fundamental
production skills that align with
the PLO but they need more
experience to retain the
knowledge and to progress
beyond the elementary level.
(04/25/2017)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Spring 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Met
29 students in Film 122, Production 1, took the exam. For all
52 question combined, the average percentage of incorrect
answers by the group was 13.77% or the equivalent of 4
students, indicating that on average 25 students, or 86.23%
of the class, were answering the questions correctly. The
range of incorrect answers was from a low of 0% of the
students answered incorrectly for 5 questions to a high of
43% of the students answering incorrectly for 1 question.

As for the target of 75% of the questions would be
answered correctly by the group, that target was met as
there were 9 questions, or 17.31%,  that had missed
percentage of higher than 25%. Reviewing those questions
and their higher failure rate revealed that the probable
cause students having difficulty with Questions 14, 15, 17
were that the terms X-Y-Z axes is not used in the textbook
or on set and were presented in lecture. If students were
absent or did not take notes, those terms were necessary to
understand the choices given for the specific questions.
Question 53 was directly from the assigned reading and its
fail rate of 32% may indicate students did not purchase or
read the text. Question 56 was failed at a 32% rate, again
indicating the correct term in the choices given may have
not been retained from the class critiques of student
projects. Questions 89, 90, 94, 95 also were answered
incorrectly above the target of 25% and upon review the job
duties of the "script supervisor" were presented in lecture

Exam/Test/Quiz - 100 question
objective exam of which 52 of the
questions related to the PLO
statement.

Comments: Per Kevin O'Brien's
04.01.2017 & Fariba Sadeghi-
Tabrizi's 04.05.2017 e-mails.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2016-17
(Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring 2018),
2019-20 (Spring 2020)

PLO #2 Salient Characteristics -  Upon
completion of the program, students
will be able to distinguish the salient
characteristics of the shooting and
editing patterns that constitute the
Hollywood style of film making.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Laura Almo

and not retained as when on set, the script supervisor
position is one the class had not practice prior to the exam.

 (04/05/2017)

Standard and Rubric: Given that
students had completed two
projects prior that also aligned with
the PLO, it was expected that 85% of
the students would earn a 3.0 or
higher on the group activity.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 122, 121,
128, 232, 234, 236,

Action: Future assessments might
be more effective if project could
be shot in a controlled studio
environment rather than students
spread out around campus
shooting on location. Current
plans for the new Arts Complex
include such a facility and this will
certainly enhance student learning
as they would be able to practice
Hollywood shooting and editing
strategies on location and in the
studio. (10/06/2018)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Spring 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
20 students working in small groups completed the Master
Scene Technique project. 90% of the students earned a 3.0
or higher with only 2 students earning lower, both at 2.0.
(09/07/2018)

Laboratory Project/Report - The
Hollywood “Rules” and Master
Scene Technique
Shooting and Editing for Continuity

Working in small groups of 4-6
students, each group will write,
shoot, and edit a short dramatic
scene at a single location taking a
maximum of 15 shots. Students
were tasked with using master scene
technique and 2-3 actors that
emphasized a simple conflict and to
use various shots such as LS, MS, CU,
ECU, inserts, cutaways. They had to
include at least ONE POV shot and
were required to shoot MOS (with
out synchronous dialog) and slate
each shot. They were encouraged to
be creative in their application of
master scene technique which form
the core of shooting/editing patterns
found in Hollywood-styled
filmmaking.

Action: The elements of screen
storytelling are the central part of

Semester of Current Assessment: 2014-15 (Fall 2014)
Standard Met: Standard Met

Exam/Test/Quiz - Exam #1 in Film
113 was used to assess the PLO.

PLO #3  Hollywood Screenwriting
Paradigm - Elements  Upon
completion of the program, students
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: A 3 point scale
was used to assess the responses:
2=complete sentence that correctly
identified the Central Character and
contained at least one factor (not
generically stated) that supported
their choice; 1= complete sentence
that correctly named the Central
Character but supporting evidence
was not specific to the film or
generic; 0=selected incorrect
character as Central Character or did
not answer.

Target was 85% of students would
score at a B- or higher.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 113 and
Film 114

the course used to assess the PLO.
Some of the elements are also
covered in other classes,
specifically Film 114. Additional
courses which discuss these
elements and often put them into
practice include Film 122 and Film
236. A future assessment for this
PLO could include these courses
and group students by who had
completed Film 113 or 114 to
gauge retention and possibly
application of the elements in
their hands on projects.
(02/08/2015)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

43 students took the exam and were assessed. As Exam #1
also included an objective portion, the written portion was
broken out, graded and analyzed separately. A GPA was
calculated for each student as follows: total score doubled
then divided by number of questions. This was because a 4
point scale was not used to grade each question. Example if
a student scored four 2s and four 1s on the 8 questions
their total score would be 12. 12 x 2 = 24/8 = 3.0 or a B.

The average score for the class was a 2.76 or a B-. Of the 43
students, 3 scored 0.0-1.49 or F to D+ (7%); 9 scored
between 1.5 and 2.49 or C- to C+ (21%); 22 scored 2.5-3.49
or B- to B+ (51%); 9 scored 3.5-4.0 or A- to A (21%). As a
group, 93% of students scored a C or higher for the
assessment.

As a class, the performance was solid and expected based
on the small group and individual writing exercises
completed the first 5 weeks of the semester. The 3 students
who scored below passing had excessively high absences
and one was chronically late to class. All three were missing
earlier writing assignments as well.

 (02/08/2015)

Students were shown a 5 minute
segment of an unknown film and
instructed to take notes on the
storytelling elements. This was
repeated 3 times and they were told
they could use their notes when
formulating their answers for the 8
written questions that followed.
Students were instructed to answer
in 1-2 precise, complete sentences
that used evidence from the clip.
Sample Question: Who is the Central
Character of the piece and why?"

Action: Film 113 Screenplay
Analysis, the course used for the
PLO,  is a critical course for all film
majors and an AA degree
Humanities class. Like many of our
courses, we can only teach them
once a year yet demand for this
and other film courses remain
high. Expanded sections of film
courses would serve more

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Spring 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Met
44 students took the exam with 15 students scoring an A- or
higher, 22 students scoring a B-B/B+; 6 students scoring a C-
/C/C+; and 1 student scoring a D. Thus, 84% of the students
met the standard of scoring a B- or higher on the exam.
Reflecting on the students who failed to meet the standard,
4 of the students who scored in the C range had excessive
absences, 1 student missed the first day of the exam and
thus did not have notes to work from, and 1 student was a
nonnative speaker who struggled with English through out

Exam/Test/Quiz - The final exam
was scheduled over the last two
class sessions of the Spring 2017
semester. On June 6th, the students
screened the independent feature
film Schwak and were allowed to
take extensive notes on the story
elements practiced throughout the
semester in small group work and
through the first two exams. The
notes were collected by the

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-15 (Fall
2014), 2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2018-
19 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Spring 2021)

will be able to identify and give
relevant examples of the narrative
storytelling elements common to the
Hollywood screenwriting paradigm.

Input Date: 10/04/2013

01/31/2020 Generated by Nuventive Improve Page 3 of 6



PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: Each written
response was graded on a 2-1-0
scale. A 2 indicated the student
clearly identified the story element
required and defended their answer
with evidence from the film. A 1
score indicated the student
identified the story element but
either failed to defend their answer
or their defense was generic and
lacked specific evidence from the
model film.  A 0 indicated the
student did correctly identify the
story element in question and/or
had no defense or evidence in their
response.

Based on the grade spread on
previous exams and group writing
exercises, it was expected that 75%
of the students would score a B- or
higher on the exam.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 109, Film
113, Film 114, Film 122, Film 124, Film 122, Film 128. Film
232, Film 236, English78

students, majors and nonmajors
alike, and increase transfers and
AA degrees and certificates
awarded. (09/21/2017)

Follow-Up: The full time Film
faculty continue to lobby for
expansion of the program. It is
clearly laid out in Program Review
and economic data in the greater
LA area documents the expansive
rise of media production in our
area. As of this writing, Film is still
limited to a couple of dozen
courses per semester with the
only expansion teaching off
campus at several high schools,
whereas similar programs ranging
from Santa Monica CC to
Saddleback CC offer up to 70-80
film/media courses per semester.
(09/21/2017)

Action Category: Program/College
Support

the semester. As for the student who scored a D, he/she
had excessive absences and missed the 1st day of the exam
and performed poorly on prior assignments as well.
(09/21/2017)

instructor to be returned for use
writing the final exam. On the last
day of instruction, June 8th, the
students were given a 10 question
written exam pertaining to the story
elements of the film. All questions
specifically addressed SLO #3 as each
one addressed a specific storytelling
element studied throughout the
semester.

Action: This is a core class for all
film majors and also serves as an
AA degree Humanities class for
any major. Currently only one
section is taught one time during
an academic year. As the course
serves numerous students,

Semester of Current Assessment: 2018-19 (Fall 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
36 of 37 students took the final exam; 1 student did not
show for the test. The test scores ranged from a low of 2.0
(C, 1 student) to a high of 4.0 (A, 1 student). The other 34
students scored in the 2.2 to 3.4 range (C+ to B+) The
average score for the group as a 3.0 or a solid B letter grade.
88% or 32 of the 36 students earned a B- (2.6 or

Exam/Test/Quiz - The final exam
was scheduled over the last two
class sessions of the Spring 2018
semester. On the next to last day of
class, the students screened the
independent feature film Schwak
and were allowed to take extensive
notes on the story elements
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: Each written
response was graded on a 2-1-0
scale. A 2 indicated the student
clearly identified the story element
required and defended their answer
with evidence from the film. A 1
score indicated the student
identified the story element but
either failed to defend their answer
or their defense was generic and
lacked specific evidence from the
model film.  A 0 indicated the
student did correctly identify the
story element in question and/or
had no defense or evidence in their
response.

Based on the grade spread on
previous exams, group writing
exercises, and on the data collected
in the same assessment done Spring
2017, it was expected that 75% of
the students would score a B- ( 2.7
GPA) or higher on the exam.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 105, Film
109, Film 113, Film 110, Film 122, Film 236

currently being taught Spring
2019, and this section is
overbooked, it would be beneficial
for students to have access to the
course at least twice a year,
possibly during winter or summer
terms and possibly by offering
more than one section during the
regular semesters. (03/03/2019)

Follow-Up: Similar to the follow
up from 9/21/17, the full time
Film faculty continue to lobby for
expansion of the program. It is
clearly laid out in Program Review
and economic data in the greater
LA area documents the expansive
rise of media production in our
area. As of this writing, Film is still
limited to a couple of dozen
courses per semester with the
only expansion teaching off
campus at several high schools.
The AS-T degree was written
several years ago but has yet to be
implemented, yet no one in higher
administration can figure out why.
A disservice to all of our majors
and potential transferees and a
disservice to a program that saw a
104% fill rate for the current
semester, Spring 2019.
(03/03/2019)

Action Category: Program/College
Support

higher) for the final exam. (03/03/2019)

Additional Comments: This is the
same exam and assessment used in
the same course taught in 2017. The

practiced throughout the semester
in small group work and through the
first two exams. The notes were
collected by the instructor to be
returned for use writing the final
exam. On the last day of
instruction,the students were given
a 10 question written exam
pertaining to the story elements of
the film. All questions specifically
addressed SLO #3 as each one
addressed a specific storytelling
element studied throughout the
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

results were excellent then and the
same was expected for this
assessment cycle.
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