Assessment: Course Four Column
FALL 2015

El Camino: Course SLOs (BSS) - Childhood Education
ECC: CDEV 103:Child Growth and Development
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Milestones - Describe major
developmental milestones and typical
characteristics for children from
conception through adolescence in
the areas of physical, psychosocial,
cognitive, and language development.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015)
Input Date: 10/19/2013

Exam/Test/Quiz - Multiple choice
exams throughout the semester.
Selected questions imbedded in the
exam.
Standard and Target for Success: 70
of students will score 70% or above
on these questions
Reviewer's Comments: Since this is
a general education course, this
target seems realistic.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
This data was compared to data from this same assessment
conducted in 2001. (See attached.) Modest improvements
were made in each category except for Question#5 related
to Piaget's Theory of Cognitive Development.
In 2001, students did not meet the standard for 10
questions. In 2015, students met the standard in 7
questions. In 2015, students improved their scores on 14
questions. This shows that there is still work to be done to
bring the success rate up to 70% for all 15 questions.
Overall, the weak area seems to be Piaget's Theory.

Action: Meet with part-time faculty
to further discuss the results of this
assessment and share lecture ideas
and group activities that emphasize
Piaget's Theory of Cognitive
Development. (02/29/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: A formal meeting did
not take place, but the
information was emailed to all
faculty who teach this class.
Although there is still work to be
done, scores are improving for
this SLO. (02/25/2016)

It is important to note that only one full-time instructor
taught this courses during this assessment cycle. It shows a
need for consistency across courses and more
communication among faculty.
(02/02/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Janet Young
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Shireetha Gethers,
Janice Jefferis, and Paul Harley
Related Documents:
CDEV 103 SLO #2 Milestones Key.docx
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
06/27/2016
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Action: Provide all faculty members
who teach CDEV 103 with the

Course SLOs

06/27/2016

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Standard Met? : Standard Met
75% % or above on this SLO. (02/28/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Janet Young
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Jennifer Montgomery,
Susan Baxter
Related Documents:
CDEV 103 Fall 2015 SLO #2 Milestones Assessment and
Data.pdf

assessment criteria each semester so
they are aware of the department's
expectations that these concepts be
covered thoroughly in class.
(02/08/2016)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
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ECC: CDEV 104:The Home, The School, The Community
Course SLOs
SLO # 1 Family Support Services Critically assess community support
services and agencies that are
available to community and families.

Assessment Method
Description

Multiple Assessments - In groups,
students research and write a report
that critically assesses three (3) or
four (4) [depending on number of
students in the group] community
Course SLO Status: Active
services and agencies available to
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2015- the community and families.
16 (Fall 2015)
Students then present their findings
Input Date: 10/19/2013
and their critical assessment of each
agency to the class. (See attached
project instructions handout used as
the assessment instrument).
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 80% of students will
score 150 points or above on this
SLO. (See attached rubric).

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
In both course sections, the target for success rate of 80%
for this SLO was met. With 84% of students (38 out of 45
students) in Ms. Wilson’s class and 97 % (41 out of 42
students) in Ms. Jefferis’s class scored 150 or more points
out of a possible 200 points. Overall, students did well on
the Presentation, Handout, Evaluation, and Attendance
portions of this assessment. Data shows almost all students
earned full points for the presentation portion, successfully
demonstrated their knowledge about their topic and
resources, and effectively communicated their critical
evaluation of their resources. In fact, many students openly
shared personal experiences with their resources, showing
a deeper connection to their research.

Action: Expose students to several
journal articles and other
professional styles of writing before
this assessment is given.
(09/21/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Provide practice in inquirybased writing, dialogue, and critical
thinking should be facilitated by the
instructor in order to provide
ongoing guidance for reflective
practice. (09/21/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

The area that provided the most challenges to students was
the research report component of this assessment. The
assessment analyzes 5 components: 1) students ability to
research a topic and support it with data, 2) provide agency
contact information, 3) critically assess each agency by
weighing its pros and cons, 4) reflect on social issues related
to topic and ideas for improvement, and 5) grammar and
APA format. In Ms. Wilson’s class, the three (3)
components that students struggled with the most were:
being able to support research with data, critically assess
agencies by weighing pros and cons, and APA format. In Ms.
Jefferis’s class students struggled most with were critically
assessing each agency by weighing its pros and cons and
reflecting on social issues related to topic and ideas for
improvement.
The report section of this assignment requires students to
practice reading comprehension skills, analyze what they
are reading and make a conclusion about it. In Ms. Wilson’s
class, simply looking at this section of the SLO data alone
06/27/2016
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
might suggest that students lack reading comprehension or
the ability to reason and analyze what they read, however,
when looking at the report data along side the scores for
the verbal (presentation) part of this assessment, it shows
that students CAN demonstrate their knowledge on the
topic and discuss their evaluation of agencies VERBALLY, but
struggle with doing so in their writing. This suggests that
students need stronger writing skills to be effectively
assessed with the assessment tool designed for this SLO.
The data shows that students are struggling with being able
to express their thoughts and ideas in their writing, and
need to strengthen writing skills that involve research and
citing sources.
A meaningful and valid critical assessment of anything, no
matter what the field of study, is built upon research.
Students must perform some research in order to critically
assess community support services/agencies required by
this SLO. Students should have a basic knowledge of how to
use their research to support their writing, and understand
how to correctly cite it. This is a critical skill needed for
successful student learning outcomes for SLO #1 in CDEV
104. If it is an expectation for students to develop
meaningful and valid critical assessments in this course,
then an examination of how students are being prepared
for this course is needed. See Action Plan section for further
details. Specifically, emphasis in training or education in
citing sources and writing academic papers using APA
format must be reinforced in the curriculum in order to
ensure format consistency across all courses.
This SLO emulates what many professionals in the field of
Early Childhood Education do: reflect and develop an
opinion about services/agencies available to families in
need based on sound research. This is extremely important
in that the information from this SLO can be used in the
field and students in their future practice must be able to
explain their opinion of a service/agency to a family in need
based on sound research. Also, they must be able to share
this information in a logical and professional manner with
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Actions

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
other professionals in their field and should practice this at
an early stage in their education and professional career.
(01/28/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Brittany Wilson and Janice
Jefferis
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Brittany Wilson and
Janice Jefferis
Related Documents:
Community Resource FIle_CDEV104_Fall2015.pdf
Copy of SLOEVALwrkst_CDEV104_Fall2015-2.xlsx
Community Resource File Rubric_CDEV104_Fall2015.pdf
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Actions

ECC: CDEV 107:Infant/Toddler Development
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Connecting Behaviors Connect observed behaviors of
children birth through 36 months to
developmental concepts and theories
in the physical, cognitive, language,
social, and emotional domains.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015)
Input Date: 11/10/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Case Study - Baby Day Activity.
Students observe real children in
class, select one child and conduct a
case study on that child in relation to
physical, social/emotional/ and
cognitive development and write a
report outlining their findings.
Standard and Target for Success:
80% of students will earn an overall
score of 80% or above on this
assignment.
Related Documents:
infantobservation.doc

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
DATA:
Baby Day Case Study Assignment N = 37

Action: Open a pedagogically sound
Child Development Lab School on
campus that will allow students to
see their activity plans put into
practice with children and that will
allow them to gain first-hand
experience observing and interacting
with children. (07/01/2018)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
Action: Spend more class time
differentiation between
sensory/perception skills and sensorimotor development. (10/12/2016)

Overall 79.5% students scored 80% or above on this
assignment, nearly meeting the target for this assessment.
The areas in which students missed points are as follows:
Physical Development: Locomotion
Six (6) students misinterpreted this term and thought it is
only related to walking and did not include crawling or
scooting. Students did not use the term “locomotion” in
their analysis.

Action Category: Teaching
Cognitive Development: Piaget
Strategies
Fourteen (14) Students did not make the connection
Action: Conduct a class discussion
between the behavior and stage. They did not use the name
using the "Baby Pod" strategy used in
of the stage or the terminology associated with the stage.
CDEV 103 in which students who
have observed the same child meet
Language Development: Stages of Language
to discuss their observation prior to
Nine (9) students did not use the name and terminology
writing up their reports.
related to the stage and did not provide appropriate
(09/29/2016)
examples.
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Social Emotional Domains: Interaction
Action: Reschedule Baby Day so it
All students were successful in this area.
happens after the section on
language development.
Summary
(08/05/2016)
Eight (8) students did not successfully interpret the
Action Category: Teaching
behavior and did not clearly state if the child met/did not
Strategies
meet the development norms in each domain and or did
Follow-Up: The date has been
not provide specific examples to support their conclusions.
Students did not separate the domains in the summary but changed and is reflected in the
syllabus. (04/21/2016)
instead provided a one paragraph overview.

06/27/2016
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
ANALYSIS:
Reason for not meeting the target seems to be two-fold:
1. Piaget's Theory. This theory is complex and students find
the nomenclature associated with the stages confusing.
They are having a difficult time connecting the behaviors
they are observing with the theory and clearly explaining if
the child has met/not met the developmental norms.
2. Language Development. This observation takes place
before the topic of language development is covered in
class. The timing is not working. Students do not have
enough background or information to understand the
behaviors associated with this domain.

(02/04/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Montgomery

06/27/2016
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Actions

ECC: CDEV 110:Child Health and Safety
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #1 Health Risks - Identify health, Exam/Test/Quiz - After reading the
safety, and environmental risks in
textbook, participating in class
children’s programs.
discussions and activities, as well as
completing class assignments, a
Course SLO Status: Active
scantron survey was given to assess
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2015- whether or not students are able to
16 (Fall 2015)
identify health, safety, and
Input Date: 10/19/2013
environmental risks in children’s
programs. The survey lists 15
questions (11 true/false questions
and 4 multiple choice questions)
which focused on identifying health,
safety, and environmental risks in
children’s programs.
Note attached SLO #1 scantron
assessment and answers at the end
of this report.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 80% of students will
score 11 out of 15 points (70%) or
above on this SLO.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Thirty two (32) students took the SLO quiz. The class
average was 14.1 out of 15 points, or approximately 94%.
Many of the questions were taken from a test bank. There
was 1 question which seemed to be slightly difficult for the
students (# 13). For this particular questions, 25% of the
class marked incorrect answers. We reviewed all of the
answers after the quiz was administered. The topic of
question #13 was Universal infection control precautions.
This topic was addressed a few times during the semester,
but evidently it wasn’t reinforced enough times. I believe
we talked about the procedures several times, but maybe
didn’t use the terminology “Universal infection control
precautions” which might have made the question
challenging. The students scored extremely high on most all
of the remaining questions, which met instructor
expectations (the Target for Success).

Action: I will try to use the exact
term “Universal Infection Control
Precautions/Measures” more
frequently. (05/05/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: It would be extremely helpful
if we had an on campus lab school
where the students could observe
(and participate) to better
understand some of the policies,
procedures, etc. as they relate to the
class and this specific SLO. Student
learning and success would be
supported through the observation,
identification, and/or discussion of
possible health, safety, and
environmental risks in preschools.
(01/13/2016)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Question #
1
5
6
10
11
15
Percentage of Correct
Responses
91
97
100
100
97
97

2
7
12

3
8
13

4
9
14

88
100
100

94
100
75

94
100
97

(01/13/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Michelle Moen
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ECC: CDEV 116:Creative Art for Young Children
Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Activity Plans - Develop an
activity plan, for preschool children,
that is age-appropriate and includes:
required materials, advanced
preparation, developmental
objectives, detailed procedures, and
theme based-related activities.

Essay/Written Assignment Students complete 2 activity plans,
with activity plans #2 more difficult
than Activity Plan # 1. The students
have the option to resubmit their
activity plans after Instructor
Feedback and an optional mini
Activity Plan Workshop after class.
Course SLO Status: Active
The assessment is based on the
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2015- grade outcome of Activity Plan 1 & 2
16 (Fall 2015)
post resubmission. Activity Plan
Input Date: 10/19/2013
Assignment Guidelines are attached.
Standard and Target for Success:
Activity Plan #1: 75% students will
score 75 or above (Score of 37.5 or
above).
Activity Plan #2 80% will score 80 or
above. (Score of 40 or above).
Related Documents:
CD 116 Activity Plan Guidelines
2013.docx

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Activity Plan #1 N=51
88% of students earned 75% or above.

Action: Open a pedagogically sound
Child Development Lab School on
campus that will allow students to
see their activity plans put into
practice with children and that will
allow them to gain first-hand
experience observing and interacting
with children.
(07/01/2018)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
Action: Incorporate the concept of
Theme-Based Related Activities into
the “Reflection Assignment” which
will allow students more time for
discussion and in class practice.
(09/29/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Provide a clearer example of
the Five-Theme Based Related
Activities when Activity Plan
development is first presented.

Activity Plan #2 N= 47
89% of students earned 80% or above.
Although the standard was met, analysis showed that
students consistently scored lower than expected in
relation to the Five Themed-Based Related Activities. This
section required that students expand upon the original
theme and provide additional activities that relate to other
curriculum areas. Students did not provide enough related
examples or did not apply enough detail. Overall, 41% of
students missed some points in this area.
Even though I took substantial class time between the first
and second activity plans and gave examples on how to
expand the interest areas based on a theme I did not see a
substantial improvement in this area.

(02/04/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Montgomery

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14 (Fall
2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The data clearly supports the Standard and Target for
success. Both Activity Plan 1 and 2 met a B or higher in both
the submission and resubmission. Figure 1.1 shows how
the grades were distrusted for both Activity Plan 1 & 2
before resubmission opportunity and activity plan
workshop. Figure 1.2 highlights the outcome that in both
06/27/2016
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(09/22/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Teaching Strategies:
Continue working with students in
defining and understanding the
terms and areas of curriculum
develop. Partnership with CD 115 to
created a more seamless transition in
support each class.
what works and what does not work,
to support critical thinking skills in

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

submissions more than 75% of the students earned a letter
grade B or better. Figure 1.3 demonstrates the same
outcome results i in graph form to more clearly see the
impact of the improvement. Students were able to increase
their grade even when Activity Plan 2 was a more complex
application of understanding the developmental aspects of
preschool children when program planning.
(12/15/2013)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Susan M Baxter
Related Documents:
CD 116 SLO 2 Assesment Data Fall 2013.doc

the area of program planning
(08/28/2014)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: I am no longer
teaching this course and would
still recommend scaffolding CD
115 and CD116 to create a more
seamless learning dynamic to
support program planning and
critical thinking skills
(05/11/2015)
Follow-Up: I am no longer
teaching this course and would
still recommend scaffolding CD
115 and CD116 to create a more
seamless learning dynamic to
support program planning and
critical thinking skills
(08/28/2014)
Action: Program/College: provide a
Lab School Environment that is
pedagogically sound so students can
see their ideas for their activity plans
put into practice with children to
learn firsthand (12/15/2013)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

06/27/2016
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ECC: CDEV 119:Language Arts for Young Children
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Activity Plans - Develop an
activity plan, for preschool children,
that is age-appropriate and includes:
required materials, advanced
preparation, developmental
objectives, detailed procedures, and
theme based-related activities.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015)
Input Date: 07/01/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment Students were given the activity plan
assignment’s guidelines and grading
rubric towards the beginning of the
semester. We reviewed them
extensively in class. They were given
the opportunity to resubmit their
first activity plan (first of two total) a
week following receipt of their
grade. Most students took
advantage of this opportunity. The
grading rubric was designed many
years ago in our department. Susan
Baxter and I have been updating it
most every year (for the past 7
years) based on student feedback,
our observations, and the general
outcome of the grading. (See
attached.)
Standard and Target for Success:
The grading rubric used was last
revised July 2013 by Susan Baxter
and me. When we return the graded
assignment, we have also written
feedback on it and/or the rubric to
help students better understand the
process and grading. Based on the
rubric, I expected that 75% of
students (in 2 sections) would score
75% or above on this SLO for the
first activity plan due to the amount
of attention it was given in class. For
the second activity plan (later in the
semester) I expected 80% of
students (in 2 sections) would score
75-80% or above.
Related Documents:

06/27/2016

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14 (Fall
2013)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
TABLE ONE: *The first table (attached) shows the
Percentage of Students who Received at least 75% Correct
on Assessment

Action: The data listed (in the tables)
supports my observations that the
second activity plan didn’t receive as
many higher grades as the first one
had. I plan on giving that particular
assignment more focus the next time
this class is taught (Fall 2014).

Regarding the Target for Student Success (as previously
stated in this report): Based on the rubric, I expected that
75% of students (in both sections) would score 75% or
above on this SLO for the first activity plan due to the
amount of attention it was given in class. For the second
activity plan (later in the semester) I expected 80% of
students (in 2 sections) would score 75-80% or above.
TABLE TWO: The second table shows the Percentage of
Students who Received at least 75% Correct on Assessment
Regarding the Target for Student Success (as previously
stated in this report): Based on the rubric, I expected that
75% of students (in both sections) would score 75% or
above on this SLO for the first activity plan due to the
amount of attention it was given in class. For the second
activity plan (later in the semester) I expected 80% of
students (in 2 sections) would score 75-80% or above.
Not all students completed both activity plans. Some
students dropped the class during the semester, while other
students only completed one of the two activity plans for
various reasons. In section 2071, 19 students completed
both of them, 2 students completed 1 of them, and 4
students didn’t complete any of them. In section 2073, 28
students completed both of them, 6 students completed 1
of them, and 2 students didn’t complete any of them.
For both sections, the areas which seemed to receive the
lowest grades in the activity plan were consistent: The
concept section, the Procedures (second part) section, and
the 5 Themed Based Activities section. This is consistent
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Review the second activity plan
guidelines more extensively and
more frequently in class.
(09/15/2014)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Activity_Plan_guidelines_revised_Ju
ly.pdf
CDEV_119_activity-plan-rubricJuly.pdf

Actions

with past years’ observations, assessments, and notes.
These particular sections tend to be the most (difficult)
academic part of the assignment. New students to the
program/department seem to need a second semester to
truly understand and internalize learning regarding these
sections (according to instructor observations and student
feedback).
Students are given one week to turn in the optional revised
(first) activity plan. Most new students (to our department
or curriculum classes) utilize this opportunity to improve
their grade. Some returning students also revise their
assignments, but usually they have fewer errors than the
new students. Typically (all) students receive higher grades
on the second activity plan as they learn more about the
expectations and process of creating this particular
assignment during the semester. This semester the first
activity plan was focused on Story time with books and
props (due Sept. 25) while the second activity plan focus
was on a Listening Activity (due Oct. 30). These topics or
focuses occasionally change each year. The listening plan
focus seemed a bit difficult for general students. I didn’t see
as much improvement (compared to the first activity plan)
as I have in past semesters.

(02/11/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Michelle Moen
Related Documents:
CDEV 119 Data Charts Fall 2013.docx
Essay/Written Assignment Students were given the activity plan
assignment’s guidelines and grading
rubric towards the beginning of the
semester. We reviewed them
extensively in class. The grading
rubric was designed many years ago
in our department. A colleague,
Susan Baxter, and I have been
updating it most every year (for the
06/27/2016

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
*This table notes the number of students receiving stated
grade.
Grading (the 4 columns represent the results for the
following sections/assignments:
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Action: Review the second activity
plan guidelines more extensively and
more frequently in class.
(10/26/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

past 8 years) based on student
feedback, our observations, and the
general outcome of the grading.
Standard and Target for Success:
The grading rubric used was last
revised June 2014 by Susan Baxter
and me. When I return the graded
assignment, I have also written
feedback on it and/or the rubric to
help students better understand the
process and grading. Based on the
rubric, I expected that 75% of
students (in 2 sections) would score
75% or above on this SLO for the
first activity plan due to the amount
of attention it was given in class. For
the second activity plan (later in the
semester) I expected 80% of
students (in 2 sections) would score
75-80% or above.

Actions

Section 2201 First activity plan
- first column
Section 2201 Second Activity plan -second column
Section 2205 First Activity plan
-third column
Section 2205 Second Activity Plan -forth column

A = 90% 45-50 points
22
20
B = 80% 40-44 points
8
9
75% 38-39 points
5
2
C = 70% 35-37 points
0
3
D = 60% 30-34 points
0
2
F=
29 or below
0
0
30 students total
35 students total

17

11

6

10

3

2

0

3

2

3

2

0

29 students total
36 students total

------------------------------------------------------------

Grading 75-100% (received 38-50 points)
Section 2201 First activity plan
= 26 out of 30
students received 75-100% (received 38-50 points) which is
87% (target was 75%)
Section 2201 Second Activity plan = 23 out of 29 students
received 75-100% (received 38-50 points) which is 79%
(80% was target)
Section 2205 First Activity plan
35 out of 35
students received 75-100% (received 38-50 points) which is
100% (target was 75%)
Section 2205 Second Activity Plan 31 out of 36 students
06/27/2016
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
received 75-100% (received 38-50 points) which is 86%
(80% was target)

Grading 80-100% (received 40-50 points)
Section 2201 Second Activity= plan 21 out of 29 students
received 80-100% (received 40-50 points) which is 72.41%
Section 2205 Second Activity Plan=29 out of 36 students
received 80-100% (received 40-50 points) which is 80.55%

(01/14/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Michelle Moen
Reviewer's Comments: Based on the rubric, I expected that
75% of students (in both sections) would score 75% or
above on this SLO for the first activity plan due to the
amount of attention it was given in class. For the second
activity plan (later in the semester) I expected 80% of
students (in 2 sections) would score 75-80% or above.
Not all students completed both activity plans. Some
students dropped the class during the semester, while
other students only completed one of the two activity plans
for various reasons. In section 2201, 29 students
completed both of them, 2 students completed 1 of them,
and 1 student didn’t complete any of them. In section 2205,
35 students completed both of them, 1 student completed
1 of them, and 0 students didn’t complete any of them.
For both sections, the areas which seemed to receive the
lowest grades in the activity plan were consistent: The
concept section, the Procedures (second part) section, and
the 5 Themed Based Activities section. This is consistent
with past years’ observations, assessments, and notes.
These particular sections tend to be the most (difficult)
academic part of the assignment. New students to the
06/27/2016
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Actions

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
program/department seem to need a second semester to
truly understand and internalize learning regarding these
sections (according to instructor observations and student
feedback).
Typically many students receive higher grades on the
second activity plan as they learn more about the
expectations and process of creating this particular
assignment during the semester. This semester the first
activity plan was focused on Story time with books and
props (due Sept. 23) while the second activity plan’s focus
was on a Listening Activity (due Oct. 28). These topics or
focuses occasionally change each year. The listening plan
focus seemed a bit difficult for general students.
Related Documents:
activity-plan-rubric-June.2014.final.doc
Activity.Plan.guidelines.revised.June.2014.final.docx

06/27/2016
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Actions

ECC: CDEV 152:Disabilities in the Developing Child
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Evaluating Programs and
Policies - Evaluate program,
educational, and professional policies
based on special education laws and
evidence-based practices.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015)
Input Date: 11/10/2015

06/27/2016

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment - On the
final exam, students were given the
following essay question: The
Individuals with Disabilities Act
(IDEA) mandates FAPE, LRE, IEP, and
procedural safeguards. Choose a
school that you have professional
experience with (or your observation
classroom). Tell whether or not you
feel the school is in compliance with
these 4 mandates. Give examples to
support your answers.
Standard and Target for Success:
Student addresses all 4 elements of
IDEA discussed in class (FAPE, LRE,
IEP, and procedural safeguards), and
gives a thorough, accurate, and
relevant evaluation of how well the
program meets IDEA mandates.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Of the 20 student who took the final exam, 15 received a
grade of B or better. Because the question pertaining to this
particular SLO required the most complex and thoughtful
response, it is no surprise that 8 of the 20 students missed
at least one element of the question. However, all but two
of the students (one who didn't answer and one who gave a
one sentence response) exhibited knowledge and
understanding of the concepts addressed in the question,
even though their responses were not proficient enough to
earn full credit. (01/21/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jessica Schilling

Action: Provide students with sample
answers that demonstrate the how
to address all of the elements of the
questions. In small groups, have
students develop the answer to a
sample question in class that meets
the criteria. (09/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: EDUC 101:Introduction to the Field of Education
Course SLOs
SLO #2 CSTP - The successful
Education 101 student will identify
qualities of effective teachers and the
demonstration of the California
Standards for the Teaching Profession
though classroom observations of
experienced teachers.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201516 (Fall 2015)
Input Date: 03/10/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students will observe two
or more education professionals for
a total of 6-8 observation hours AND
complete one Classroom Visitation
Form (Pt. C of the Classroom
Observation Assignment) for each
observation.
--all classroom teachers must be
tenured;
--at least one classroom teacher
must be observed although students
may choose several;
--in each section of the form,
student will identify one Teacher
Performance Expectation (TPE) from
the California Standards for the
Teaching Profession and explain
HOW or WHY the educator
demonstrated the TPE.
Standard and Target for Success:
BASED ON PERCENTAGE, it is
expected that 85% of students will
score 75% or above on this SLO.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2015-16 (Fall
2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Of the 37 students in EDUC101; Section 2275, 33 received a
grade of 75% or higher, which is 89% of the entire class.
(Proudly, but still needing overall improvement, 27 of the
33 students who met the target received a grade of 90% or
higher.)

Action: Provide more one-on-one
help outside of class to individual
students.
(03/01/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: At the beginning of
each class I used the document
reader to present "words of
encouragement" and samples
that were available for them to
review both before and after each
class. The response from the
students was very positive.
(04/16/2016)

Within each new class section, I find a unique student
population with varying scholastic abilities, different
commitments to completing their project, and/or how
important ‘quality of work’ is to each of them.
As an educator, I attempt to address all of these variations
and raise student confidence, the quality of their work, and
their desire to excel.
(02/02/2016)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Allen Perlstein

Related Documents:
Classroom Visitation Form Pt. C-EXCEL.xlsx
ClassroomObserv. RUBRIC
WordDoc 5.14.15.docx

06/27/2016
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Action: Repeated modeling of the
project components. (02/18/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: I continue to provide
examples of exemplary portfolios
and projects to use as guides.
Students are responding
positively and are using these as a
model. I am seeing an
improvement in the quality of the
portfolios. (04/16/2016)

