Assessment: Course Four Column
Spring/Summer 2019

El Camino: Course SLOs (BUS) - Paralegal Studies
ECC: LAW 15:Civil and Criminal Evidence
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Providing Direct Assistance to
Attorneys - Apply knowledge of the
rules of civil and criminal evidence in
order to provide direct assistance to
attorneys including research, client
interviews, problem resolution and
the examination of ethics in the legal
workplace.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Spring 2016), 2018-19 (Spring
2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Multiple Assessments - Two written
exams over the course of the
semester, and a written final. An
extra credit assignment in the nature
of a research memo/case study
available to substitute for the lower
of the two exam grades.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO. Each exam is 25% of the
total grade, the final is 50%. Grading
rubric is 90% A, 80% B, 70% C, 60%
D.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
In the spring of 2015, 40% of students achieved 90 or higher
in Exam #1, 33% 80, 20% 70 and 7% 60. On Exam #2 the
data were; 90 - 26%, 80 - 40%, 70 - 7%, 60 - 7%. On the
final the data were: 90 - 43%, 80 - 43%, 70 - 7%, 60 - 7%.
Four students availed themselves of the extra credit
assignment, and the grades were: A, B, B, C. This data
suggests that students were able to assimilate the course
material effectively. Student success is based on the fact
that faculty is teaching to the syllabus, to course/session
outlines, and making use of study guides. The proper
course objectives are being stressed. No adjustments to the
SLO are necessary at this time. Fifteen students took the
two exams, fourteen the final. (09/23/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: D. Carnahan

Action: Devise some practical
problems to enhance student
learning in this subject.
(02/01/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Law 15 can benefit
from enhanced strategies relating
to the performance of practical
problems in the subject area of
Civil and Criminal Evidence. The
testing methodologies employed
up to this assessment period to
accurately reflect student
learning in a theoretical sense,
but student performance would
be enhanced, and able to be
more accurately measured, by
the devising of some practical
assignments, relating to the law
of Evidence. Examples might be:
motions in limine, evidence-based
pretrial motions (such as motions
for summary judgment), further
(beyond the extra credit) research
assignments involving evidentiary
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
principles, and the drafting of
proposed witness direct and
cross-examinations to ferret out
either the elements of or
defenses to particular causes of
action in litigated matters.
(09/30/2015)

Exam/Test/Quiz - A written exam
over the course of the semester to
evaluate the students’ knowledge of
the rules of civil and criminal
evidence.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
all assignments, individually and
collectively. Grading rubric is 90% A,
80% B, 70% C, 60% D.

01/24/2020

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
In the spring of 2016, 33% of students achieved 90 or higher
on Exam #2, 80 - 53%, 70 - 13%, 60 - 1%. All this data
suggests that students were able to assimilate the course
material effectively. The action plan for the most recent
SLO for this course did recommend devising a practicum,
and that was done. Otherwise, student success is based on
the fact that faculty is teaching to the syllabus, to
course/session outlines, and making use of study guides.
The proper course objectives are being stressed. No
adjustments to the SLO are necessary at this time. There
were sixteen students in this class. (05/23/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: D. Carnahan
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Action: Continue to revise some
practical problems to enhance
student learning in this subject.
(01/15/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: Law 15 can continue
to benefit from enhanced
strategies relating to the
performance of practical
problems in the subject area of
Civil and Criminal Evidence. The
testing methodologies employed
up to this assessment period to
accurately reflect student
learning in a theoretical sense,
but student performance is
enhanced, and is perhaps able to
be more accurately measured, by
the continued devising and
revision of some practical
assignments, relating to the law
of Evidence. Examples might be:
motions in limine, evidence-based
pretrial motions (such as motions
for summary judgment), further
(beyond the extra credit) research
assignments involving evidentiary
principles, and the drafting of
proposed witness direct and
cross-examinations to ferret out
either the elements of or
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
defenses to particular causes of
action in litigated matters.
See the above data with regard to
the initial practicum in the spring
semester, 2016. One major
defect in the presentation and
evaluation of the assignment has
to do with getting the students
motivated to show drafts to the
instructor, perhaps by including
the presentation of drafts as part
of the grade. (09/14/2016)
Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the current
requirements. (01/15/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: Law 15 can continue
to benefit from enhanced
strategies relating to the
performance of practical
problems in the subject area of
Civil and Criminal Evidence. The
testing methodologies employed
up to this assessment period to
accurately reflect student
learning in a theoretical sense,
but student performance is
enhanced, and is perhaps able to
be more accurately measured, by
the continued devising and
revision of some practical
assignments, relating to the law
of Evidence. Examples might be:
motions in limine, evidence-based
pretrial motions (such as motions
for summary judgment), further
(beyond the extra credit) research
assignments involving evidentiary

01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
principles, and the drafting of
proposed witness direct and
cross-examinations to ferret out
either the elements of or
defenses to particular causes of
action in litigated matters.
See the above data with regard to
the initial practicum in the spring
semester, 2016. One major
defect in the presentation and
evaluation of the assignment has
to do with getting the students
motivated to show drafts to the
instructor, perhaps by including
the presentation of drafts as part
of the grade. (09/14/2016)

Multiple Assessments - Written
assignment requiring students to
perform legal research and prepare
a motion in limine as well as a
hands-on client interviewing skills
and problem solving assessment
exercise.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 70% or above on this SLO.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 15 out of 25 students from the Spring 2019 course
of Law 15 participated in and completed the problem
solving skills assessment with 14 (93.4%) earning above 70%
on the assessment. 70% reflects acceptable achievement
level. This data suggests that students were able to apply
knowledge of the legal research, problem solving, and
practical paralegal skills in a competent fashion. Student
success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching to the
course outline and the proper course objectives are being
stressed.

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate curriculum to ensure
students understand the current
requirements of the rules of
evidence. (02/15/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

A total of 25 out of 25 students from the Spring 2019 course
of Law 15 participated in and completed the research and
writing assignment (motion in limine), with 19 (76%)
earning about 70% on the assignment. 70% reflects
acceptable achievement level. This data suggests that
students were able to apply knowledge of the legal
research, problem solving, and practical paralegal skills in a
competent fashion. Student success is based on the fact
that faculty is utilizes a hands-on, iterative writing process
that encourages learning from student errors. (08/21/2019)
01/24/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: E. Hess

01/24/2020
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ECC: LAW 16:Civil Procedure
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Legal Comprehension Understand and apply theories and
principles of civil procedure to
interpret legal documents.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2015-16 (Spring
2016), 2018-19 (Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment - Written
assignment requiring students to
prepare a Summons and Complaint.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 31 students from the Spring 2019 course of Law
16 participated in and completed the assessment with 82%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to understand and
apply theories and principles of civil procedure effectively,
and understood core course concepts. Student success is
based on the fact that faculty is teaching to the course
outline and the proper course objectives are being stressed.
(05/18/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: S. Alexander

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate curriculum to ensure
students understand the current
principles of civil procedure to
advance a party’s interest in
litigation and dispute resolution.
(02/16/2020)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 30 students from the Spring 2016 course of Law
16 participated in and completed the assessment with 87%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to understand and
apply theories and principles of civil procedure effectively,
and understood core course concepts. Student success is
based on the fact that faculty is teaching to the course
outline and the proper course objectives are being stressed.
(05/18/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: S. Alexander

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate curriculum to ensure
students understand the current
principles of civil procedure to
advance a party’s interest in
litigation and dispute resolution.
(02/16/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 25 students from the Spring 2015 course of Law
16 participated in and completed the assessment with 87%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to draft pleadings
effectively, and understood core course condepts. Student
success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching to the
course outline and the proper course objectives are being

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate curriculum to ensure
students understand the current
requirements of submitting
pleadings. (02/16/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

stressed. No adjustments to the SLO are necessary at this
time. (05/18/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: S. Alexander

01/24/2020
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ECC: LAW 18:Wills, Trusts and Estate Planning
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Legal Comprehension Understand and apply theories and
principles of estate planning to
interpret and produce legal
documents.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2015-16 (Spring
2016), 2018-19 (Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Essay/Written Assignment - Written
assignment designed the evaluate
students’ knowledge and application
of the California Probate Code.
LAW 18 – FAMILY TREE/INTESTACY
ASSIGNMENT
Draw your family tree (using
Microsoft Word or any other
software program) including lineal
ancestors (through your
grandparents) and collateral
bloodline (through first cousins).
Using the relevant sections of the
California Probate Code, indicate
how your estate (in portions, not by
individual assets) would be
distributed through intestate
succession.
How would a surviving spouse
inherit? For community property?
For separate property?
How would surviving children and
their issue inherit?
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 21 students from the Spring 2015 course of Law
18 participated in and completed the assessment with 90%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to comprehend the
material and understand the theories of intestate
succession. Student success is based on the fact that faculty
is teaching to the course outline and the proper course
objectives are being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO
are necessary at this time. (02/25/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate curriculum to ensure
students understand the theories
of estate planning. (02/23/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Exam/Test/Quiz - Final exam
comprised of multiple choice,
true/false, and essay question
designed the evaluate students’
knowledge and application of the
California Probate Code.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 26 students from the Spring 2019 course of Law
18 participated in and completed the assessment with 78%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to comprehend the
material and understand the theories of estate planning.
Student success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching
to the course outline and the proper course objectives are

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the theories
of estate planning. (02/23/2020)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

being stressed. (05/02/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 22 students from the Spring 2016 course of Law
18 participated in and completed the assessment with 72%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to comprehend the
material and understand the theories of estate planning.
Student success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching
to the course outline and the proper course objectives are
being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO are necessary at
this time. (05/02/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham

01/24/2020
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Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the theories
of estate planning. (02/23/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
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ECC: LAW 19:Law and Computers
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Legal Comprehension Understand and apply theories and
principles of the law to interpret and
formulate legal documents using legal
software, word processing and
spreadsheet software.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Fall 2014), 2014-15 (Spring 2015),
2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Laboratory Project/Report - Lab
assignment which assesses students’
knowledge and understanding of
preparing court forms.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 18 students from the Spring 2016 section of Law
19 participated in and completed the assessment with 81%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to absorb the
material, analyze the fact patterns and properly generate
the appropriate legal documents and client correspondence
using legal software, word processing and spreadsheet
software. Student success is based on the fact that faculty
is teaching to the course outline and the proper course
objectives are being stressed. (09/01/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: N. McGrue

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate course material to ensure
currency with prevailing legal
technology that is available.
(10/01/2016)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 18 students from the Spring 2015 section of Law
19 participated in and completed the assessment with 75%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to absorb the
material, analyze the fact patterns and properly generate
the appropriate legal documents and client correspondence
using legal software, word processing and spreadsheet
software. Student success is based on the fact that faculty
is teaching to the course outline and the proper course
objectives are being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO
are necessary at this time. (09/15/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: N. McGrue

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate course material to ensure
compliance with current court
requirements. (08/03/2016)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 22 students from the Fall 2014 section of Law 19
participated in and completed the assessment with 81%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to absorb the

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate course material to ensure
compliance with current court
requirements. (08/03/2015)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Laboratory Project/Report - A
Laboratory project that required
students to review a hypothetical
client file, assess the legal document
needs, and then create all necessary
documents using various software
applications.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
score 70% or above on this SLO.

01/24/2020

material, analyze the fact patterns and properly generate
the appropriate legal documents and client correspondence
using legal software, word processing and spreadsheet
software. Student success is based on the fact that faculty
is teaching to the course outline and the proper course
objectives are being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO
are necessary at this time. (12/19/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 13/15 students from the Spring 2019 section of
Law 19 participated in and completed the assessment with
a 70% or higher. This reflects an 86% achievement level.
This data suggests that students were able to absorb the
material, analyze the fact patterns and create the
appropriate legal document through the use of software
applications in assistance of clients. Student success is
based on the fact that faculty is teaching to the course
outline and the proper course objectives are being stressed.
(09/09/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: N. McGrue
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Actions

Action: Review new software to
ensure that students are being
exposed to current, topical, and
widely use legal software.
(06/10/2020)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
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ECC: LAW 20:Paralegal Seminar
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Legal Comprehension Understand and apply theories and
principles of the law to interpret legal
documents.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2015-16 (Spring
2016), 2018-19 (Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students took a
final exam which tested their
knowledge and application of legal
ethics in the workplace.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 75% or above on
this SLO.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 26 students from the Spring 2019 course of Law
20 participated in and completed the assessment with 78%
average. 75% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to apply their
knowledge of legal ethics in the workplace effectively.
Student success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching
to the course outline and the proper course objectives are
being stressed. (05/04/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the nature
and consequences of ethics in a
legal environment. (02/16/2020)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16
(Spring 2016)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 12 students from the Spring 2016 course of Law
20 participated in and completed the assessment with 86%
average. 75% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to apply their
knowledge of legal ethics in the workplace effectively.
Student success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching
to the course outline and the proper course objectives are
being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO are necessary at
this time. (05/04/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the nature
and consequences of ethics in a
legal environment. (02/16/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 30 students from the Spring 2015 course of Law
20 participated in and completed the assessment with 84%
average. 75% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to apply their
knowledge of legal ethics in the workplace effectively.
Student success is based on the fact that faculty is teaching
to the course outline and the proper course objectives are
being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO are necessary at
this time. (05/08/2015)

Action: Law faculty need to reevaluate assessment to ensure
students understand the nature
and consequences of ethics in a
legal environment. (02/16/2016)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: V. Pham

01/24/2020
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ECC: LAW 4:Legal Environment of Business
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Legal Comprehension Compare and contrast the theories of
jurisprudence and the classifications
of law.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Fall 2014), 2015-16 (Fall 2015),
2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/24/2020

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Exam/Test/Quiz - Objective
questions designed to test students’
knowledge of course material.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will
average scores of 70% or above on
this SLO.

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15 (Fall
2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A total of 101 students from the Fall 2014 sections of Law 4
participated in and completed the assessment with 81%
average. 70% reflects acceptable achievement level. This
data suggests that students were able to absorb the
material, analyze the fact patterns and respond in a critical
way. Student success is based on the fact that faculty is
teaching to the course outline and the proper course
objectives are being stressed. No adjustments to the SLO
are necessary at this time. (12/12/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: M. Botello
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dagmar Halamka,
John Slawson, Al Matthews
Multiple Assessments - In the Fall
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015, the students in the instructors’ 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
classes performed the following
Class averaged above 70% on those questions. The
assignments: multiple choice
students were able to distinguish theories of jurisprudence
homework, examinations, and
and the classifications of law (02/03/2016)
quizzes which included questions
Faculty Assessment Leader: M. Botello
that compared and contrasted the
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: N. McGrue, J. Slawson
theories of jurisprudence and the
classifications of law.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that students will score
an average of 70% or above on this
SLO.

Action: Law department needs to
change the assessment process
based on results to assure all
faculty are giving assessment at
same time prior to final
examination. (08/24/2015)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Exam/Test/Quiz - Students took an
objective examination that required
them to critically analyze legal
issues. Such analysis required the
successful student to understand
and identify legal topics and
principles, to compare potential
legal theories that may have an
effect on the outcome, and to

Action: Law faculty should
evaluate changes in the industry
and make sure assessments reflect
the current industry needs.
(03/01/2018)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
111 students were able to take the assessment. Of the 111
takers, 96 received a 70% or better. This equates to
approximately 86.5% achievement percentage. This data
suggests that students were able to absorb the material,
compare, contrast and understand different legal theories
and classifications of law. Student success is based on the
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Action: Review edition of
Textbook to assure it is the latest
edition and current. (01/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Reviewed latest
textbooks and adopted new
edition of textbook. (01/15/2016)
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

ultimately decide the likely outcome. fact that faculty is teaching to the course outline and the
proper course objectives are being stressed. (08/28/2017)
Faculty Assessment Leader: N. McGrue
The assessment tool used is
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: J. Muraoka
examination # 1 which is a 50
question objective exam dealing the
overall legal environment including
the concept of jurisprudence and
how laws are classified and the
source of laws as well as specific
laws such as torts, crimes,
constitution and the legal process of
how disputes are resolved.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75 % of the students
will achieve a grade of 70 % on this
assessment.
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students took an
objective examination that required
them to show understanding of
various laws and their application.
In showing that understanding,
students were required to have a
strong grasp on the different
classifications of law in order to
apply the principles properly.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that at least 75 % of the
students will achieve a grade of 70 %
or better on this assessment.

01/24/2020

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2018-19
(Spring 2019)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
94 students were able to take the assessment. Of the 94
takers, 74 received a 70% or better. This equates to
approximately 78.7% achievement percentage. This data
suggests that students were able to absorb the material,
and were able to compare and contrast jurisprudence
theories and classifications of law. Student success is based
on the fact that faculty is teaching to the course outline and
the proper course objectives are being stressed.
(08/09/2019)
Faculty Assessment Leader: N. McGrue
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: J. Muraoka
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Action: Law faculty should
evaluate changes in the industry
and make sure assessments reflect
the current industry needs.
(06/10/2020)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
Action: Law faculty should
consider developing a standard
assessment to ensure more
relative and comparative results,
giving more accurate insights.
(02/15/2020)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
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