
Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Art

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: Student work
will be assessed on a 4-point scale
for each trait: Very good, good, fair,
poor.
It is expected that 75% of students
received good or very good marks in
each area.

Action: Re-evaluate objectives for
Art 110 to emphasize proportion,
perspective, and value, and/or
investigate methods of improving
curriculum and course offerings to
improve performance in the
above areas (i.e. communication
among faculty on common value
terminology...). (12/11/2015)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
Action: Form a committee within
the art department to investigate
potential methods for instituting
more practice time including an
open lab and/or mentoring
program. (12/11/2015)

Follow-Up: Open lab ideas do not
seem to be supported by the
college, however, Professor
Brownlee has initiated new
curriculum for painting that would
add an additional level/year of
practice.  If this course is
successfully implemented, it
would provide a template for

Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2013-14 (Spring 2014)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Part 1 - Project: 34 advanced students/art majors were
involved in this assessment to assess the traits connected
with form, medium, and style just prior to completion of the
program. Results are as follows:
line quality-83% very good/good
shape/form-85% very good/good
color-90% very good/good
light/value-74% very good/good
texture-91% very good/good
space-87% very good/good
unity/harmony-87% very good/good
balance-85% very good/good
proportion-93% very good/good
rhythm-93% very good/good
emphasis-82% very good/good
originality-88% very good/good
craftsmanship/execution-82% very good/good
content-81% very good/good

All of the above traits meet the target set for the standard,
however, the area of value/light is much lower than the
other percentages. This lower performance in use of
light/value is paralleled in many course assessments.
Content was also slightly lower.

Part 2 - course assessment study: 23 previous course-level
assessments were reviewed for trends. Two main trends

Project - The artwork of advanced
students (11 or more art courses
completed) across all media and
disciplines within the art (studio)
program will be assessed according
to form and technique within the
given media. Traits considered
include: shape/form, light/value, line
quality, color, texture,
conceptualization of space,
harmony, balance, proportion,
rhythm, emphasis, originality and
execution.

The results from this broad
assessment will be considered
together with several course-level
SLO reports from the previous years
that assess form, media, and
technique.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-14
(Spring 2014), 2017-18 (Spring 2018)

PLO #1 Create/Use of Form - Upon
completion of the art program,
students will have the ability to
create artworks that demonstrate
competency in the use of form,
media, and technique.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

other courses to provide
increased studio time to improve
overall results in the above-
mentioned traits. (09/11/2015)

were found among the various art media.

1. Value, proportion and perspective were listed as areas of
improvement for our students. This was mentioned in
reports for Art 110, 129, 152, 217, 218, and 224.  A multi-
section  assessment of Art 110, reported that only 68% of
students had a strong grasp of value; proportion was
grasped by 74% of students in the same assessment. Art
129 (Fundamentals of Color) concluded more time needed
to be spent on value key and contrasts. An Art 152
(Rendering) report demonstrated poorer skill in
conceptualizing various viewpoints and a lack of familiarity
with the orthographic process.
The poorer performance in relation to value was echoed in
Part 1 of this assessment, meaning that even advanced
students can struggle with this concept.  Part 2 of this
report (reviewing past course reports) takes all students
into consideration, not just art majors or those with more
experience.  It seems this is an area that could be addressed
early on in fundamental courses such as Art 110, drawing
fundamentals, as was recommended in several action plans,
and would therefore impact majors and non-majors alike.

Among the possible recommendations: discussion among
full and part-time drawing faculty regarding consistent
dissemination of value terminology, particularly in Art 110;
a re-prioritization of course objectives for Art 110 to
emphasize sighting, measuring, volume, proportion and
perspective; a return of the linear perspective class to
support all drawing-based classes.

2. More practice time is required to build skills.  Practice
time has been affected by the loss of repeatability. This
exacerbated an already present need for more practice.
This was mentioned as a need in the assessment reports of
Art 110 (2 reports), 181, 187, 173, 217, 218, 225, 230, 262,
274, and 275.

Among the possible recommendations: create an open lab
supervised by casual workers, perhaps even skilled students
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Karen Whitney, Harrison
Storms
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Willie Brownlee, Joyce
Dallal, Kathleen Sheehan, Richard Ewing, Randall
Bloomberg, Harrison Storms, Russ McMillin, Irene Mori,
Vince Palacios, Andrea Micallef
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Art 110, Art 129,
Art 130, Art 141, Art 143, Art 144, Art 145, Art 146, Art 152,
Art 181, Art 187, Art 210, Art 217, Art 218, Art 219, Art 224,
Art 225, Art 230, Art 262
Related Documents:
slo reports for PLO#1.pdf
Art PLO 1 SP2014 data.pdf

who could provide some mentoring. (09/11/2014)

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

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Spring 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
36 courses had SLO's that aligned with this PLO. All 36
courses completed their SLO's and input the data into Trac-
Dat in time to do the PLO assessment. 33 of those courses
met their standard for success. 3 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 # 1 are being
taught, we had great success in communicating how to
create artworks that demonstrate competency in the use of
form, media, and technique. The strength of our art faculty
is demonstrated in the diverse ways in which this complex
idea is successfully being executed.

This section needs examples.... 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.
92% met the standard

Presentation/Skill Demonstration -
The following Art
 had course SLO’s that align with PLO
# 1:
Art
110,129,130,132,133,141,142,143,1
44,145,146,147,150,152,153,160,16
1,73,181,187,210,217,218,
 
219,220,222,224,225,230,231,233,2
53,262,275,282,283
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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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Vince Palacios
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Art
110,129,130,132,133,141,142,143,144,145,146,147,150,15
2,153,160,161,73,181,187,210,217,218,
219,220,222,224,225,230,231,233,253,262,275,282,283

8% did not meet the standard (10/31/2018)
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Film/Video

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: Because Film
234 is a advanced production course,
the standard was set relatively high
compared to an introductory course.
Thus, the standard set was that
100% percent of the students would
score at least 70% or higher on the
exam given they had prior
production experience in the
prerequisite class, had practiced
production techniques aligned with
PLO #1 throughout the semester,
and taken previous exams that
tested their knowledge of
production equipment theory and
practice.

As this was an objective exam, a
traditional percentage scale was
used to score the assessment: 100%

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 120, Film
122, Film 128, Film 234, Film 236

Action: In future assessments, the
continued presence of a qualified
teaching assistant is imperative to
the success demonstrated in this
assessment. Due to a slight
increase in funding (5 hours per
week) the students in Film 234
had the benefit of a TA, Chris
Maldonado, who earned his AA in
Film at El Camino and his BA in
Film Production from CSULB.
Thus, it was like having two
qualified instructors in the class at
all times. Additionally, the TA was
able to meet with students
outside of scheduled class time to
review production practices.
Unfortunately these additional
hours were cut late in the
semester, but he volunteered to
finish the semester on his own
time and for the benefit of our
students.

In order to keep these success
rates and prepare our production
students for continued successful
transfer to competitive BA

Semester of Current Assessment: 2015-16 (Fall 2015)
Standard Met: Standard Met
22 students were assessed. The range of scores  97%
correct by two students to 81% by two students. The
average score for the group was 88% correct. The target
and standard were met. The most important finding was
that this culminating exam thoroughly tested the students
on the theory and practice of filmmaking fundamentals that
they experienced throughout the semester in hands-on
small group projects and shoots and verified improvement.
At mid semester, a similar assessment was conducted the
range of success was a high of 97% one student, to a low of
65% one student, with 3 students scoring below the
benchmark of 70%. Compared to the pretest, all but one
student improved and that student only slipped from a A- to
a B+ because of several absences due to excused illness.
Importantly, the student who scored the lowest on the
pretest improved from 65% to 92%. The last 8 weeks of the
semester saw all students improve in the requisite skills
evidenced by their group work, direct observation in lab
projects and through the culminating exam. (12/10/2015)

Exam/Test/Quiz - I accidently erased
this assessment from Fall 2015 when
I was working on a Spring
assessment. 9.23.16. To my
recollection, the assessment was
based on a 100 question objective
exam that covered the fundamentals
of using production equipment:
cameras, lighting/grip, audio.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2015-16 (Fall
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2017-
18 (Fall 2017), 2017-18 (Spring 2018)

PLO #1 Production Equipment - Upon
completion of the program, students
will demonstrate basic skills needed
to operate production equipment to
produce short films.

Input Date: 10/04/2013
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

-93% = A, 92%-90% A-, 89%-87% B+,
86%-83% B, 82%-80% B-, 79%-77%
C+, 76%-73% C, 72%-70% C-, 69%-
67% D+, 66%-63% D, 62%-60% D-,
59% and below F. The assessment
was not curved.

programs, TA need to be restored
and expanded, not cut
capriciously. (12/10/2015)

Follow-Up: For Fall 2016, Film 234
Camera & Lighting, was moved
from its usually time slot 9:30-
noon on Tuesday/Thursday to
Fridays at 9:30am to 2:50pm. This
was changed to take advantage of
holding the class in a true lighting
studio for the first time, Theatre
151. Additionally, 5 hours of TA
time were allocated to the class to
support the instructor.
(09/23/2016)

Action Category: Program/College
Support

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Laura Almo
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 121, 122,
232, 234, 236

Action: Over the last few years,
more students than ever are
coming to our program with some
production skills learned in high
school courses or from being self-
taught. While this yields students
who typically have some facility
with production equipment,
particularly editing software, they
often exhibit poor set protocols or
learned bad habits such as
shooting with their own cameras
but not really understanding how
the image is captured. Thus, more
time early in the semester could
be devoted to how to behave
professionally on set and in post
and in the initial 3 camera labs to
offer the students the opportunity
to bring in their own equipment,
on a limited basis, to shoot labs in
a controlled fashion. (09/23/2016)

Semester of Current Assessment: 2015-16 (Spring 2016)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Of the 23 students assessed, 18 achieved a score of 8 or
higher, or 78%. The average score was 8.8 of 10 points or
88%. If the 4 students who got deductions for being absent,
late to a production meeting, late to set, or violating a set
protocol such as using a cell phone were excluded from the
sample, then the target rate for success would have been
approximately 84%. Overall, like in previous assignments all
of the students demonstrated fundamental skills operating
the equipment and using the software, while several
students consistently struggled with the professional side of
filmmaking: being on time and follow protocols while on set
or when working in post. (09/23/2016)

Presentation/Skill Demonstration -
Covering Scenes with Double-System
Sync Sound

Prior to this project, students in Film
122 had been introduced to the
equipment used to produce short
films in all of our production classes.
This included the Panasonic HMC-
150 HD camera, Sekonic L-398
Studio Incident Light Meter,
Manfrotto 5036 Fluid Head Tripod,
Tascam DA-40 Audio Recorder,
Audio-Technica Shotgun
microphones and basic lighting and
grip gear. Prior to this assessment,
working in groups of 4-5 students
had completed 3 camera labs, a
nondialog 30 second commercial,
shot a nondialog master scene from
a provided scenario, and developed
and shot a short film based on the
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

premise of a  character losing an
important object. All postproduction
picture and sound was acjoeved
using Final Cut Pro X version 10.2.3.

The groups were familiar with basic
crew positions and set protocols,
techniques of cinematography:
depth of field, camera angles,
lighting styles, exposure concepts,
shot composition and framing. They
had practiced concepts of invisible
editing, montage, and fragmented or
disjunctive editing. This assessment
was designed to practice what they
had been studying and apply their
skills to plan and shoot a short dialog
scene in a controlled fashion within
the timeline established by the
instructor.

Each group scouted and  secured a
location and were to shoot their
interpretation of the provided script
three ways:

1)  Shoot the scene using master
scene technique and dialog. (The
objective was to capture the scene
with a plan that yielded continuity
editing-the invisible style-similar to
the Vote for Hernandez exercise
they had done earlier in the
semester).

2)  At a new location, shoot the
entire scene using a single long take
with dialog combining camera and
talent movement.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: By the 12th
week of the semester, 75% of the
students should be able to
demonstrate the basic technical
skills to cover a scene using double-
system audio. 75% was set as the
target as this was the first project
that used audio gear on location. A
10 point scale was used to
determine if students met the
standard with as 8 or higher
established a the benchmark for
successfully demonstrating facility
with the production and post
production equipment required for
capturing and editing the scene 3
different ways.

3)  Shoot the scene as a montage
that rejects continuity and disrupts
the filmic space and time but not the
continuity of the dialog.

One class session was devoted to
preproduction planning, two
sessions for shooting the script, one
session for editing and one session
for screenings/critiques.

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

Action: Shooting in a controlled
environment such as a
professional lighting studio or
sound stage would make for a
better assessment where students
could be observed more closely
without the instructor having to
bounce between groups shooting
on location throughout campus.
(05/08/2018)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Fall 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Students performed well on all 3 projects and in all cases
met the target of scoring at least 8 of 10 points. The
average score for The Lost Object was 9.5, The Master
Scene was 9.5 and for Double System Sync Sound was 8.5.
Direct observation of the groups was the method of
assessment. (05/08/2018)

Project - Working in small groups of
4-5, Film 122 students were assigned
a variety of short projects involving
hands-on film production skills
including use of digital cinema
camera, tripod, light meters, bounce
cards and nonlinear editing
software. Preliminary exercises were
designed to develop the students'
basic knowledge of cinematography
and how to capture the image as will
as capture shot material into a
computer for editing. Exercises then
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: Based on a 10
point scale, each group would
achieve at least a score of 8. Since
filmmaking is a collaborative activity,
if a group scored an 8, then that
score was given to each student
regardless of the job function they
performed on a given project. Points
were deducted for failure to follow
established set protocols, being late
to set, lack of professionalism on set,
misuse of equipment, substandard
cinematography when appropriate.

Follow-Up: The recent 2 year CTE
Review cites the critical need for a
proper production infrastructure
backed by data from the LA
Economic Foundation.
Unfortunately, professional studio
space, to compliment our recently
acquired professional cinema
gear, does not appear to be in the
plans for the new Fine Arts
building. (05/08/2018)

Additional Comments: The process
of preproduction, production,
postproduction and
screening/critique was followed for
all projects to emulate a professional
approach to shooting a controlled
film project.

segued into projects where the
groups added creative content based
on strict assignment patterns. 3
projects specifically tested the PLO:
The Lost Object, The Master Scene,
and Double System Sync Sound.

Standard and Rubric: It was
expected that 80% of the students
would score 75% or higher on the
exam.

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

Action: Additional review time will
allotted for exam should this
assessment be used again in the
future. Additional staffed lab
hours will be allocated near the
end of the semester so students
can come in and practice with the
production equipment.
(10/06/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Spring 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
84% of the students scored higher than 75% of the exam. Of
the 3 students that scored below the target, 2 scored 72%-
and these 2 had irregular attendance patterns. The 3rd
student who scored below the target earned a 68%. This
was a surprise because this student attended all classes and
participated regularly in all the labs-perhaps just an off day.
In sum, the average score for the class was an 81%.
(09/07/2018)

Essay/Written Assignment - 15
question written final exam that
covered fundamentals of operating
the production camera, light meter,
and editing software used
throughout the semester. Students
were to respond with precise, step
by step instructions on how to use or
operate the hardware/software in
each question.
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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.

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

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
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)

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

Action: Future assessments might
be more effective if project could
be shot in a controlled studio
environment rather than students

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

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

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

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,

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

or higher with only 2 students earning lower, both at 2.0.
(09/07/2018)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.
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Photography

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: It is expected
that 85% of students will score 75%
or above on this PLO.

Action: The Photography
Department will host commercial
and professional photographers to
teach Master Classes on various
careers in the field, including the
Administration of Justice,
Journalism, Underwater
Photography, and the Motion
Picture/Film Industry.
(05/30/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Spring 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
The students in the following photography courses produce
photographic portfolios comprised of all course work: Photo
202, Photo 203, Photo 204, Photo 254, Photo 257.
Approximately 60 students were included in the
assessment. Students in Photo 202 and Photo 203 produced
striking and technically proficient large format photographic
portraits, product images,  and digital architectural images
that represent fully developed concepts of form, medium
and content. Students in Photo 204 produced professional
level photographic portraits illustrating high and low key
lighting; Rembrandt, Narrow, Broad, and Glamour lighting
designs, Character Studies, and a very high level of Fashion
Photographs. Students in Photograph 254 and 257
successfully explored non-traditional and alternative
methods of creating photo-based images that represent
fully developed concepts of form, medium and content with
photographs in book form and printed on fabric and metal.
Approximately 95% of students scored 80% or higher on
this PLO assessment. This assessment data is supported by
student achievement outside the classroom. Four advanced
students earned Finalist Honors in Photographer's Forum
Best of College Photography 2018 international
competition. Students from two and four year private and
public colleges submit photographic images for
consideration. One hundred students are awarded an
Honorable Mention from thousands of entries. One of our
advanced photography students received an Honor

Additional Comments: This
assessment will include several
advanced photography courses that
students take as a part of the A.S.
degree in Photography.

Portfolio - The students will visualize
and produce entry level professional,
commercial, and fine art
photographs in hard copy and
electronic form for advanced
photography courses during the
Spring 2018. This will include
architectural, still life, portraits, and
fashion photography.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2017-18
(Spring 2018), 2020-21 (Spring 2021)

PLO #1 Concepts of Form, Medium,
and Content - Upon successful
completion of coursework to
complete an A.S. degree, a program
certificate, or to transfer, students in
the Photography Department should
be able to appropriately visualize and
produce entry level professional,
commercial, and fine art photographs
that represent fully developed
concepts of form, medium and
content.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Darilyn Rowan
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Darilyn Rowan, Josh
Cho
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Photography
202, Photography 203, Photography 204, Photography 254,
Photography 257

Mention for her photographic submission. Three students
received Finalist Honors. All four students had the award
winning photographs published in the online and hard copy
annual this summer. In addition, advanced students in the
Photography Department publish photographs in the El
Camino College creative arts magazine, Myriad, and the
college newspaper, The Union. (08/13/2018)
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Theatre

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: Standard and
Target for Success

1. Plot: Mechanics of
storytelling including the sequence

Action: Strategies
Students seem to have difficulty in
identifying the mechanics or
structure of storytelling. This
means these classes need to
address a more rudimentary
student skill set regarding the
performing arts and theater
specifically.  It is sometimes
difficult for our instructors to
apply a level and specificity of
vocabulary needed for consistency
through all course sections. Each
of the courses individual sections
perform differently depending on
the vocabulary used in the
courses. There are also
inconsistencies in student’s ability
to communicate using appropriate
grammar, mechanics, and usage in
their essays.
Instructors for these courses
should focus more time discussing
the mechanics of storytelling.
These instructors could possibly
have a brown bag at the beginning
of every semester to identify a
current film that most of their

Semester of Current Assessment: 2014-15 (Fall 2014)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Data
Theater 103: Theatre Appreciation
Plot: Mechanics of storytelling
Does not meet expectations:  24% of students
Meets expectations: 39 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  37% of students

Character
Does not meet expectations:  7% of students
Meets expectations: 23 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  70% of students

Theme

Does not meet expectations:  9% of students
Meets expectations: 19 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  72% of students

Diction
Does not meet expectations:  17% of students
Meets expectations: 55 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  28% of students

Spectacle
Does not meet expectations:  4% of students
Meets expectations: 12 % of students

Essay/Written Assignment -
Assessment
This Theater Department Program
Student Learning Outcome
Assessment aligns to Theater 103:
Theatre Appreciation and Theater
104 Dramatic Literature. This
assessment was completed
immediately following the weeks of
November 3, 2014 through
November 17, 2014. Students
enrolled in sections of Theater 1:
Introduction the Theater and
Theater 4: Dramatic Literature were
required to attend our Theater
Department Production of “As You
like It” and fill out an assessment
critique analyzing the elements of
“Aristotle’s Poetics”, giving several
coherent examples of plot,
character, theme, music, diction, and
spectacle as experienced in the plays
production.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-15 (Fall
2014), 2017-18 (Spring 2018)

PLO #1 Cultural and Historical
Contexts - Upon successful
completion of this program the
student will be able to analyze and
critique elements of plot, character,
theme, music, diction, and spectacle,
within a cultural, relevant and
historical context.

Input Date: 10/23/2013
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

of comings and goings of the
characters; in either a linear or
nonlinear form, the timetable of the
play’s events, discoveries, and
actions.

Standard of expectation:  80% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
2. Character: the human
figures-the impersonated presence-
who undertake the actions of the
plot.
Standard of expectation:  80% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
3. Theme: the plays
abstracted intellectual content and
overall statement; its topic, central
idea, or message
Standard of expectation:  70% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
4. Diction: the pronunciation
of the spoken or sung dialogue
including tone, imagery cadence,
and articulation.
Standard of expectation:  70% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
5. Music: the rhythm of
spoken sounds or the musical score
used in support of plot character
dialogue and theme
Standard of expectation:  75% of the
students in this class will achieve

students have seen to be able to
dissect in class. Instructors could
also share strategies on how
better to teach Aristotle’s poetics
to a contemporary student body.
 (05/25/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Having main stage
productions is very important to
our educational mission at El
Camino College. The college can
continue to support our main
stage theater productions. This
services not only performance
majors acting in the productions
who are obtaining associate and
transfer degree but also all of our
theater students who are required
to see our Department
productions as well as the
community who continue to
support our plays and musicals.
(10/30/2015)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Exceeds expectations:  84% of students

Theater 104: Dramatic Literature
Plot: Mechanics of storytelling
Does not meet expectations:  28% of students
Meets expectations: 36 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  36% of students

Character
Does not meet expectations:  6% of students
Meets expectations: 24 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  70% of students

Theme

Does not meet expectations:  5% of students
Meets expectations: 20 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  75% of students

Diction
Does not meet expectations:  17% of students
Meets expectations: 58 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  25% of students

Spectacle
Does not meet expectations:  5% of students
Meets expectations: 16 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  83% of students

Plot: Standard of expectation for this trait is 80% of
students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds Expectation”.
Of Students taking this assessment in our Theater 103 and
Theater 104 classes 44%/38% showed some confusion
regarding identifying the difference between the story and
the mechanics of storytelling and 24%/28% were unable to
identify the difference between story and mechanics of
storytelling.

Character: Standard of expectation for this trait is
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
6. Spectacle: the visual
aspects of the production: scenery
costumes, lighting makeup, and
properties the overall look of the
stage.
Standard of expectation:  85% of the
students in this class will achieve

80% of students will will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”. Student’s exhibit considerable evidence of the
ability to identify an impersonated character in the Theater
Department Musical with only 6%/8% of the students
unable to identify impersonated characters.

Theme: Standard of expectation for this trait is
70% of students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”.  Student’s show an awareness of the
intellectual content presented on the stage in the Theater
Department Musical and were able to demonstrate the
ability to identify several themes. 9%/5% of our students
was unable to identify the intellectual content presented in
any of the themes.

Diction: Standard of expectation for this trait is
70% of students will perform “average” or “excellent”.
There was some evidence of the student’s ability to
understand and apply a critical analysis of the language
used in the Theater Department Musical. Only 36% of the
students scored in the excellent range. 15% of students
were unable to identify and use appropriate terminology to
discuss the language used in this production.

Music: Standard of expectation for this trait is
75% of students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”. The student’s show considerable evidence to
identify the musical forms and songs used with 73%/81%
scoring excellent and only 5%/7% showing no ability to be
able to define and discuss the musical forms in the Theater
Departments Production.

Spectacle: Standard of expectation for this trait is
85% of students will will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”. Student’s show an outstanding awareness of
the visual elements used in a live musical theater
production with 81%/82% being able to give clear evidence
of how the use of spectacle assisted with the visual
storytelling.
Although only 75% to 78% of students were able to identify
the difference between plot and story students exceeded
the 80% passing criteria and have the ability to critique and
identify the actor’s ability to impersonate a character, have
a coherent idea of the play theme, and were able to give
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

examples of the music, diction and spectacle used in the
production. This demonstrates the theater Department
program’s success in teaching students to critically apply
theater terminology outside the classroom, thus fulfilling
the college’s core competency of critical thinking. The
Theater Department program allows for diverse students to
gain the opportunity to see a live theater production
performed to college-level standards. For many of the
students in these courses this is their first time seeing a live
musical theater production in an intimate setting. Of the
students who did attend the production a high percentage
of them comprehend and have the ability to dissect plays
into their individual parts by using Aristotle’s poetics. The
Theatre 1: and Theatre 4: classes primarily serve as the
general fine arts Theater elective for our El Camino College
students. Having a college-level musical theater production
for all of the Theater Department students to view is a
crucial part of our curriculum and helps culturally enriched
student’s lives. Producing live theatrical productions is part
of the theater program’s mission allowing the instructor
and the students the opportunity to discuss and analyze an
event they have shared together. It is also cost-effective for
the students since the theater Department offers a $10
student ticket for their productions. Students attending the
production and completing the assessment fulfilled our
standards for success because the level of their answers
was commiserating with the amount of instruction they had
received.

Since successful completion of this PLO depended on the
students attending the theater Department’s production of
Shakespeare’s “As You like It” it was critical that the
students were able to attend that musical. For these
sections approximately 13% of the students never attended
the theater Department production and were not able to
participate in the PLO. The theater Department faculty
needs to address how to solve the issue of student
attendance at our theater Department productions. The
theater Department faculty should agree upon a specific
percentage of the overall class grade assigned to attending
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: William Georges
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Ron Scalata
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Theater 103:
Theatre Appreciation Theater 104: Dramatic Literature

theater Department productions.
 (11/24/2014)

Standard and Rubric: Standard and
Rubric: Standard and Target for
Success

1. Plot: Mechanics of storytelling
including the sequence of comings
and goings of the characters; in
either a linear or nonlinear form, the
timetable of the play’s events,
discoveries, and actions.

Standard of expectation:  80% of the
students in this class will achieve

Action: Having main stage
productions is very important to
our educational mission at El
Camino College. The college can
continue to support our main
stage theater productions. This
services not only performance
majors acting in the productions
who are obtaining associate and
transfer degree but also all of our
theater students who are required
to see our Department
productions as well as the
community who continue to
support our plays and musicals.
(02/22/2021)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2017-18 (Spring 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Data
Theater 103: Theatre Appreciation
Plot: Mechanics of storytelling
Does not meet expectations:  28% of students
Meets expectations: 42 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  30% of students

Character
Does not meet expectations:  8% of students
Meets expectations: 26 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  66% of students

Theme

Does not meet expectations:  12% of students
Meets expectations: 44 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  44% of students

Diction
Does not meet expectations:  19% of students
Meets expectations: 63 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  18% of students

Spectacle
Does not meet expectations:  5% of students
Meets expectations: 17 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  78% of students

Theater 104: Dramatic Literature
Plot: Mechanics of storytelling
Does not meet expectations:  18% of students

Essay/Written Assignment - This
Theater Department Program
Student Learning Outcome
Assessment aligns to Theater 103:
Theatre Appreciation and Theater
104 Dramatic Literature. This
assessment was completed
immediately following the weeks of
April 24, 2018  through May 1 , 2018.
Students enrolled in sections of
Theater 103: Introduction the
Theater and Theater 104: Dramatic
Literature were required to attend
our Theater Department Production
of “American Idiot” and fill out an
assessment critique analyzing the
elements of “Aristotle’s Poetics”,
giving several coherent examples of
plot, character, theme, music,
diction, and spectacle as
experienced in the plays production.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
2. Character: the human figures-the
impersonated presence-who
undertake the actions of the plot.
Standard of expectation:  80% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
3. Theme: the plays abstracted
intellectual content and overall
statement; its topic, central idea, or
message
Standard of expectation:  70% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
4. Diction: the pronunciation of the
spoken or sung dialogue including
tone, imagery cadence, and
articulation.
Standard of expectation:  70% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
5. Music: the rhythm of spoken
sounds or the musical score used in
support of plot character dialogue
and theme
Standard of expectation:  75% of the
students in this class will achieve
“meets expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level
6. Spectacle: the visual aspects of
the production: scenery costumes,
lighting makeup, and properties the
overall look of the stage.
Standard of expectation:  85% of the
students in this class will achieve

Meets expectations: 64 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  18% of students

Character
Does not meet expectations:  7% of students
Meets expectations: 23 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  69% of students

Theme

Does not meet expectations:  5% of students
Meets expectations: 20 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  75% of students

Diction
Does not meet expectations:  18% of students
Meets expectations: 57 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  25% of students

Spectacle
Does not meet expectations:  5% of students
Meets expectations: 28 % of students
Exceeds expectations:  67% of students

Plot: Standard of expectation for this trait is 80% of
students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds Expectation”.
Of Students taking this assessment in our Theater 103 and
Theater 104 classes 33%/42% showed some confusion
regarding identifying the difference between the story and
the mechanics of storytelling and 23%/29% were unable to
identify the difference between story and mechanics of
storytelling.
Character: Standard of expectation for this trait is 80% of
students will will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”. Student’s exhibit considerable evidence of the
ability to identify an impersonated character in the Theater
Department Musical with only 6%/8% of the students
unable to identify impersonated characters.
Theme: Standard of expectation for this trait is 70% of
students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds Expectation”.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Student’s show an awareness of the intellectual content
presented on the stage in the Theater Department Musical
and were able to demonstrate the ability to identify several
themes. 9%/5% of our students was unable to identify the
intellectual content presented in any of the themes.
Diction: Standard of expectation for this trait is 70% of
students will perform “average” or “excellent”.  There was
some evidence of the student’s ability to understand and
apply a critical analysis of the language used in the Theater
Department Musical. Only 36% of the students scored in the
excellent range. 15% of students were unable to identify
and use appropriate terminology to discuss the language
used in this production.
Music: Standard of expectation for this trait is 75% of
students will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds Expectation”.
The student’s show considerable evidence to identify the
musical forms and songs used with 73%/81% scoring
excellent and only 5%/7% showing no ability to be able to
define and discuss the musical forms in the Theater
Departments Production.
Spectacle: Standard of expectation for this trait is 85% of
students will will “Meet Expectation” or “Exceeds
Expectation”. Student’s show an outstanding awareness of
the visual elements used in a live musical theater
production with 81%/82% being able to give clear evidence
of how the use of spectacle assisted with the visual
storytelling.
Although only 75% to 78% of students were able to identify
the difference between plot and story students exceeded
the 80% passing criteria and have the ability to critique and
identify the actor’s ability to impersonate a character, have
a coherent idea of the play theme, and were able to give
examples of the music, diction and spectacle used in the
production. This demonstrates the theater Department
program’s success in teaching students to critically apply
theater terminology outside the classroom, thus fulfilling
the college’s core competency of critical thinking. The
Theater Department program allows for diverse students to
gain the opportunity to see a live theater production
performed to college-level standards. For many of the

Additional Comments: All Sections
of Theater 103 and 104 were
assessed.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: William Georges
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Ron Scarlata, Jerry
Perral
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Theater 103 and
Theatre 104

students in these courses this is their first time seeing a live
musical theater production in an intimate setting. Of the
students who did attend the production a high percentage
of them comprehend and have the ability to dissect plays
into their individual parts by using Aristotle’s poetics. The
Theatre 1: and Theatre 4: classes primarily serve as the
general fine arts Theater elective for our El Camino College
students. Having a college-level musical theater production
for all of the Theater Department students to view is a
crucial part of our curriculum and helps culturally enriched
student’s lives. Producing live theatrical productions is part
of the theater program’s mission allowing the instructor
and the students the opportunity to discuss and analyze an
event they have shared together. It is also cost-effective for
the students since the theater Department offers a $10
student ticket for their productions. Students attending the
production and completing the assessment fulfilled our
standards for success because the level of their answers
was commiserating with the amount of instruction they had
received.

Since successful completion of this PLO depended on the
students attending the theater Department’s production of
Shakespeare’s “As You like It” it was critical that the
students were able to attend that musical. For these
sections approximately 13% of the students never attended
the theater Department production and were not able to
participate in the PLO. The theater Department faculty
needs to address how to solve the issue of student
attendance at our theater Department productions. The
theater Department faculty should agree upon a specific
percentage of the overall class grade assigned to attending
theater Department productions.
 (04/09/2018)
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