Assessment: Course Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: Course SLOs (MATH) - Math (Prospective Elementary School Teachers)
ECC: MATH 116:Geometry and Measurement for Prospective Elementary School Teachers
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Identify Geometric Shapes Students will identify two- and threedimensional geometric shapes,
explain their attributes and discuss
the relationships among the
geometric shapes.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 201617 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/21/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Exams, tests, class
activities and observations will be
used to assess student knowledge of
two- and three- dimensional shapes.
Standard and Target for Success:
Assessment Rubric
Score of 4:
•Students demonstrate a proficient
understanding of two- and threedimensional shapes.
•Students are able to explain
attributes of the shapes with no
errors.
•Students compare shapes and can
discuss relationships among the
shapes using exemplary
explanations.
Score of 3:
•Students demonstrate a good
understanding of two- and threedimensional shapes.
•Students are able to explain
attributes of the shapes with minor
errors.

01/23/2020

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
During the Spring 2018 semester, the average for this SLO
was 3.36 and only one student scored a 2 (below the
standard). This class was small (14 students total). This is
among the highest average seen in this class in several
years. Given that this class only had 14 students, I was able
to assist students that may have struggled with the
concepts, and the camaraderie among the students allowed
for assistance between the students. (09/09/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 3.36
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susie Tummers Stocum
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Susie Tummers
Stocum

Action: Continue to work to build
a strong community of learners as
a way to assist a greater number
of students in earning a score of 4
on this learning objective.
(06/15/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: When this class is
offered again in during the Spring
semester, students will be asked
to work with different classmates
throughout the semester as a
means to creating a greater
community of learners.
(09/13/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
During the Spring 2017 semester, Math 116 was a small
class (12 students total). The average for this first SLO was
3.17, with no student scoring below a 2. The average was a
bit lower than the previous semesters, although the
standard was met. The students were able to demonstrate
a proficient understanding of two and three dimensional

Action: Faculty member that
teaches the course will continue to
provide individualized attention in
order to assure that students are
gaining a full understanding of the
concepts related to two and three
dimensional shapes. (06/30/2018)
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Assessment Method
Description
•Students compare shapes and can
discuss relationships among the
shapes using good explanations.
Score of 2:
•Students demonstrate a fair
understanding of two- and threedimensional shapes.
•Students are able to explain
attributes of the shapes with several
errors.
•Students compare shapes and can
discuss relationships among the
shapes using some explanations.
Score of 1:
•Students are unable to
demonstrate an understanding of
two- and three-dimensional shapes.
•Students are unable to explain
attributes of the shapes or do so
with significant errors.
•Students are not able to compare
shapes and cannot discuss
relationships among the shapes.
TARGET: The class average for this
SLO will be 3.0.
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Results

Actions

shapes. (09/12/2017)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susie Tummers Stocum
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Susie Tummers
Stocum

Strategies
Follow-Up: Students were able to
score higher on this SLO during
the Spring 2018 semester due to
the teacher being able to provide
individualized attention for those
that were struggling.
(09/09/2018)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
During the Spring 2016 semester, course SLO #1 resulted in
an average of 3.28. The standard has been met, however,
the overall average went down a bit from Spring 2015. In
this class, whereas many students did well, the entire class
was fairly consistent with good work, but not always
outstanding work. Many students worked hard to
understand concepts and math did not come easily to them.
(09/13/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susie Tummers
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Susie Tummers

Action: Give students a means to
review (via websites) the
geometric concepts that may have
been forgotten since they were
last in a geometry class.
(06/01/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Students were given a
few websites to consider for
review. However, this entire
group of students had not seen
Geometry since high school and
therefore, may have needed
more review. (09/13/2017)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Data was collected during the Spring 2015 semester. The
average for SLO#1 was 3.375. Overall, all students received
a 3 or 4 with 37.5% receiving a 4. The Spring 2014 data
showed an average of 3.24, so there was an increase in the
average during this semester. I believe that there was an
increase in the overall average due to the fact that I had 16
students in the class and was able to work with each
student in a much more individualized way to be sure that
each one understood the material. There was a much
greater opportunity to check for understanding with such a
small class. (04/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susie Tummers

Action: Whereas the class may not
be so small in the future, I will
work to personally "check-in" with
each student in order for them to
feel as comfortable as possible
with the material and when not
comfortable, more willing to ask
questions. (05/20/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: The class was not as
small in Spring 2016 and although
I was able to check-in with several
students, their overall discomfort
with geometric concepts was
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Assessment Method
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Results
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Susie Tummers

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The average for the class was 3.24. This is lower than the
average for Spring 2013, however, there were 34 students
in the class, compared to 23. 88% of the class scored 3 or 4.
The target was met. (09/06/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susie Tummers
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Susie Tummers
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Actions
prevalent. Many students
struggled with prerequisite
material, thus causing a lower
average. (09/13/2016)
Action: Increase the overall class
average to at least 3.3 in the
Spring 2015 semester.
(09/15/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: This action was met in
that the class average for the
Spring 2015 semester was 3.375.
However, there were 16 students
in the class, so I was able to give
more direct attention to each
student. (04/29/2015)
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