Assessment: Course Four Column
SPRING/SUMMER 2015

El Camino: Course SLOs (FA) - Art
ECC: ART 101:Art and Visual Culture in Modern Life
Course SLO
SLO #1 Analysis of Content - Students
will be able to demonstrate analysis
of content through the historical,
geographical, and chronological
context of art and visual culture.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Presentation/Skill Demonstration During an in-class presentation,
students will be assessed according
to their demonstrated
understanding of historical,
geographical, and chronological
context. Students may also be
assessed for their communication
skills, as this SLO aligns with the
communication ILO. Traits assessed
include organization of presentation
subject matter, level of research,
and delivery of findings.
Each of the above traits will be
assessed on a 5-point scale. See
attached rubric.
Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students will score a 3 or
higher on each trait.
Related Documents:
Content.context SLO spring 2015 student presentation score
sheet.docx

10/27/2015

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
8 sections of Art 101 were assessed: 5001, 5004, 5006,
5009, 5010, 5011, 5015, and 5018. Students were required
to do a presentation and results were dis-aggregated
according to the following areas: organization, delivery,
content, historical context, geographical context, and
chronological context.

null.courseAction: Consider
rewriting the SLO for this course
to remove chronological and
geographical context because the
course objectives are different
from the other art history courses.
This has already been discussed to
some extent. (11/30/2016)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
The weighted average performance for the traits were as
null.courseAction: Reconsider
follows:
how data is gathered in multiOrganization -- 3.8
section assessments. We need
Delivery -- 3.7
more than class averages. We
Content -- 3.7
need to know how many students
Historical context -- 3.3
received which scores.
Geographic context -- 3.2
(11/30/2016)
Chronological context -- 3.5
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
null.courseAction: Hold 101
The data reported from faculty was inconsistent in format, faculty meetings to discuss best
due to my miscommunication, making it difficult to tell for
teaching practices. Discuss how
sure if the target of 70% was reached. However, the
one instructor was able to get
averages indicate success in the target of 3 or above and
higher results in chronological
partial data suggests that the standard of 70% was met.
context as well as other
The three contextual traits were consistently lower than the approaches in teaching context in
communication traits, suggesting that context is more
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

difficult for Art 101 students to convey in their
presentations. In a meeting of Art 101 faculty, this was
agreed upon. This is perhaps because the course is written
from a thematic point of view, making chronology and
geographic context less of an emphasis than in the art
history survey courses.

this course. (09/09/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Observations from faculty were often similar. For example,
many noted the student's difficulty with thesis statements,
making them clear in a presentation, and supporting that
thesis with strong content. Non-verbal skills were also
noted as an area for improvement. Most noted that
historical context was the easiest part for their students to
understand and that chronological context was the least
successfully demonstrated -- except for one faculty member
who had three sections. Her students performed best in
chronological context which she believes is due to her using
a date or era as "jumping off point" (thus helping to explain
the different averages above). She was able to emphasize
the chronology within the thematic structure of the class.
Other observations recorded students' ease in using
powerpoint and ability to put together visually adept
presentations. (06/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Karen
Whitney
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Gretchen Potts, Karen Whitney,
Elizabeth Russell, and Jacqueline
Freedman
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
Content.context SLO spring 2015 - student presentation
score sheet.docx
context rubric example 2015.docx

10/27/2015

Generated by TracDat® a product of Nuventive

Page 2 of 62

ECC: ART 102A:History of Western Art - Prehistoric to Gothic
Course SLO
SLO #1 Analysis of Content - Students
will be able to demonstrate analysis
of content through the historical,
geographical, and chronological
context of prehistoric through gothic
art.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment Students were given a 3-5 page
essay assignment based on the
assessment of an artwork from a
local museum. More specifically,
they are required to interpret the
artwork by comparing it to two other
artworks selected from their
textbook in order to demonstrate
their understanding of various art
historical concepts. They were
required to include proper use of art
historical terminology, formal
analysis, discussion of subject matter
and iconography, and social context.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85 % to 90% of the
students will score 80% or above on
the paper including: proper use of
art historical terminology, formal
analysis, discussion of subject matter
and iconography, and personal
response. (85% of the students will
score 80-64 out of 80 possible
points.)

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Forty-three students were enrolled in the course; thirtyeight participated in this assessment. The standard was
met. 36 students achieved 75% or higher surpassing the
target of 80%. In fact, 18 of those (more than half) achieved
a 90% and above. Eleven students achieved a score of 80%
or higher, therefore scoring above average. Seven were 7579%. Two were in the 60-74% range and the other 5 did not
participate. These 5 enrolled students did not submit
papers, therefore received 0/F grade, and were not
considered as part of the assessment.

null.courseAction: The outcomes
demonstrate success overall and
therefore I will continue with this
assignment unless I notice any
significant reductions in
comprehension and/or execution.
(09/11/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Overall, all of the students were successful in their ability to
comprehend and utilize the terms and concepts pertinent
to visual literacy, one of the primary goals of an art history
course. Most of the students scored above average due to
their ability to apply the terms and concepts and their
ability to articulate the concepts in an effective manner. I
believe that those at the lower end of the spectrum did in
fact understand the concepts but had greater difficulty
articulating the information in an organized manner due to
inexperience with formal or proper essay writing. The
assignment was comprehensive and required synthesis of
many concepts into a singular framework. (05/18/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Lucy
Alamillo
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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ECC: ART 102B:History of Western Art - Proto-Renaissance to 19th Century
Course SLO
SLO #1 Analysis of Content - Students
will be able to demonstrate analysis
of content through the historical,
geographical, and chronological
context of renaissance through
nineteenth-century art.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 11/15/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration During an in-class presentation,
students will be assessed according
to their demonstrated
understanding of historical,
geographical, and chronological
context. Students may also be
assessed for their communication
skills, as this SLO aligns with the
communication ILO. Traits assessed
include organization of presentation
subject matter, level of research,
and delivery of findings.
Each of the above traits will be
assessed on a 5-point scale. See
attached rubric.
Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students will score a 3 or
higher on each trait.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
69 students were assessed from two sections. They were
scored according to the following areas on a 1-5 scaled
rubric.
Organization-- 4.1 avg
Delivery --3.9 avg
Content-- 4.6 avg
Historical context --4.4 avg
Geographical context -- 4.4 avg
Chronological context --4.4 avg

null.courseAction: Create a
speaking rubric or guideline sheet
to heighten students awareness of
their speaking tone and nonverbals.
Continue to hand out a rubric to
prepare students for strong
content explained through
contextualized information.
(10/21/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Students performed poorest in the area of delivery. Even in
preparing for the assessment I realized that needed to give
them more direction in this area and will work on a
speaking rubric or guidelines sheet.
Organization was good, but I gave them a very specific
outline of items to cover.
Content and Context were also strong areas because I gave
them the rubric for this assignment ahead of time. In the
past it has not been as strong and often geographical
context is lacking. (08/28/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Karen
Whitney
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
SLO presentation rubric.docx

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 102C:History of Western Art - 19th Century to Contemporary Times
Course SLO
SLO #1 Analysis of Content - Students
will be able to demonstrate analysis
of content through the historical,
geographical, and chronological
context of nineteenth-century
through contemporary art.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Essay/Written Assignment Students were given a five page
museum assessment activity on the
eleventh week of the semester and
they were given two weeks to
complete the assignment. This gave
them only two weekends to
complete the assignment. At this
point into semester it was expected
that they should have a
comprehensive understanding of the
art historical movements and
schools that they studied and the
necessary skills to meet the class
learning objectives. They were asked
to compare and contrast two related
and promising art works of their
choosing from two different stylistic
backgrounds that conveys a
significant art historical shift. They
were required to include proper use
of art historical terminology, formal
analysis, discussion of subject matter
and iconography, and personal
response.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85 % to 90% of the
students will score 80% or above on
the paper including: proper use of
art historical terminology, formal
analysis, discussion of subject matter
and iconography, and personal
response. (85% of the students will
score 80-64 out of 80 possible
points.)

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met

null.courseAction: Since the
outcomes of this assessment
along with the one given last year
(Spring 2014) were successful I
19 Students received the assignment and 18 students were will not change this assignment
evaluated in this comprehensive SLO assessment. Based on unless I notice a significant shift
the fact that the majority of the students in this particular
regarding readiness and
class were ambitious with a solid art historical background
responsibility of the students.
the target was set very high. The standard was met and it
However, I will make sure to pay
was even a little above the expected target. 17 students
extra attention to students who
(94% of those who assessed) received 90% and higher and
are suffering from having
therefore fulfilled all the requirements of this assignment
fundamental and sufficient
and 1 student (6%) gained 80%. One student did not do the educational background due to
assignment. The following chart reflects the breakdown of
their poor education prior to
assessment data.
distribution of SLO and other
Art102 C originally had 30 students with several no-show
major assignments as a way to
and W.
sustain them in class and to
increase retention and success.
17 Students :72-80
17 -90%-100
94 %
Spring 2016
1 Students :64-71
1 -89-80%
6%
Teaching Strategies
0 Students : 63-56
0 -79-70%
0%
(09/07/2015)
18 students assessed
18 did
Action Category: Teaching
1 student did not do the assignment
Strategies
null.courseFollowUp: Aside from
students responsibility and high
A-COMPOSITION and Analysis (Student’s Ability to Compose ethics in doing their works several
a Formal, College-Level Essay at the Skill Level of English
other factors contributed to great
1A):
results which we achieved for this
1. Introduction and Thesis Statement (6points)
SLO (including a workshop
80 % Excellent
20% Good
0 % Satisfactory
concerning SLO assignment, clear
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
guidelines, and providing extra
2. Mechanics of Writing (10points)
help to those who reached out to
(Paragraphs, grammar, punctuation, spelling, tenses,
me for help). Therefore, I will not
possession, word choice, syntax)
only follow up on all these
75% Excellent 25% Good
0 % Satisfactory
pedagogical class activities, but
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
intensify my involvement with
3- Analysis and Methodology (12points)
those who really need further
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

85 %

help and assistance as a way to
boost up the retention and
success of the unprivileged
students. (05/18/2016)

Excellent 15% Good
5 % Satisfactory
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
4- Use of Art Historical terminology (6points)
90% Excellent 10% Good
0 % Satisfactory
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
SECTION A Total (34 points):
82.5% Excellent 17.5% Good
3 % Satisfactory
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
B- Identification (8points)
100% Excellent 0% Good 0 % Satisfactory
0% Unsatisfactory

0% Poor

C- SUBJECT MATTER/ICONOGRAPHY (8points)
100% Excellent 0% Good 0 % Satisfactory
0% Unsatisfactory

0% Poor

D- Stylistic Attributes (FORMAL ELEMENTS) (24points)
94% Excellent 6% Good 0 % Satisfactory 0% Poor
0% Unsatisfactory
E- CONCLUSIONS (6points)
94% Excellent 5.9% Good
0 % Satisfactory
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
Total: A+B+C+D+E:
94.1 % Excellent
6% Good
0%
Satisfactory
0% Poor 0% Unsatisfactory
135-

Excellent (A) = 100-90 % (80-72 Points)
2Good (B) = 89-80 % (71-64 Points)
Satisfactory (C) = 79-70 % (63-56 Points)
4Poor (D) = 69-60 % (55-48 Points)
Unsatisfactory (F) = 59-0 % (47-0 Points)

Analysis: Students were successful in their ability to
formulate and articulate meaningful statements and
documents and in introducing historical background. They
10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

also effectively utilized a basic set of interpretive tools in
order to critically locate and understand the production,
reception and application of visual codes, styles and
techniques.
Students also demonstrated their Visual Literacy, which is
one of the primary goals of this class and one of the
requirements of this SLO.
Data indicates that students had a clear understanding of
formal analysis, art historical terminology, and proper
identification, and managed to incorporate that into their
overall analysis. As for art historical terminology 90% of the
students were excellent and 10% good; which was expected
from this class. Students also managed to identify the art
works (100% excellent) and did great on subject matter
(100% excellent as well). Formal analysis which was another
focus of this SLO assessment was also a great success and
94% were excellent and 6% were good. On the forth
requirement (conclusion and personal response) 94% did
excellent and 6% good. Several different factors contribute
to great result which we achieved for this SLO.
Several different factors contribute to great result which we
achieved for this SLO.
1.
A great majority of students who remain in class
and finished the course were advanced and responsible
students
2.
We held a workshop for both this SLO assessment
activity and Symposium which was another major
assignment in this class which contributed to a better
understanding and requirements of these assignments.
3.
A worksheet was provided to students which
helped them with their observation of the art works during
their visit to LACMA.
4.
I had spent a great amount of time with many
member of this class who came for help.
In addition to above data the result for final exam and
symposium (students did very well in these assignments as
well) are other parallels which proof the success of this SLO
assessment.
(05/18/2015)
10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Ali
Ahmadpour
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
None
Reviewer's Comments: One of my
colleagues will review this
assessment

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 110:Drawing Fundamentals I
Course SLO
SLO #2 Critiquing a Drawing - A
student will be able to demonstrate
the ability to judge a drawing in terms
of its line, value, volume, proportion,
perspective and composition.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
asked to look at two images of
drawings produced in an ART110
class, labeled A & B (see related
documents), and answer a series of
multiple-choice questions. The
following were the answer options:
1. Artwork A, 2. Artwork B, 3. Both A
& B, 4. Neither A or B. The
questions tested a student’s ability
to identify in each drawing coursespecific terminology and concepts.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
answer each question correctly.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The following are the test questions with the multiplechoice answers. Percentages show how many students
answered the question correctly.
1. Which drawing employs a linear technique? Artwork A
89%
2. Which drawing employs value (chiaroscuro)? Artwork B
92%
3. Which drawing employs only one point perspective?
Neither A or B 55%

null.courseAction: Develop a
handout and/or an exercise or
lecture that helps students
comprehend the difference
between one and two point
perspective, including a caveat
that both perspectives can be
combined in a single drawing.
(05/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
null.courseAction: The Fine Arts
Division and the College should
reinstate the Perspective Drawing
course that was cut a few years
ago due to budgetary restraints.
This course should be offered
regardless of whether it meets
minimum student enrollment. To
cut courses based on such a
criteria profoundly compromises
the art program, student success,
and a student’s ability to complete
degrees and certificates.
In previous years, students could
repeat Drawing Fundamentals
(ART110) twice. Repetition
allowed a student to explore the
subject again or to study with
another instructor. Since drawing
is mostly a practice-based process,
repeating the course for credit
could increase student
comprehension.
It is important to note that
drawing as exhibited and critiqued
in contemporary cultural

Total sections assessed: 10. Total students assessed 165.
1.
Data shows that students demonstrated an
overall successful ability to identify course specific
terminology and concepts in two out of the three questions.
Students were most successful in identifying the difference
between a linear drawing (Question One: 89%) and a
value/chiaroscuro drawing (Question Two: 92%). The
students were weakest in identifying the use of one point
perspective in a drawing (Question Three: 55%).
2.
The decline in comprehension for Question Three
can be contributed to a number of variables: Question 3
was not as straight-forward as the first two questions, since
its answer was not evident in either drawing (both drawings
employ one and two point perspective); A student would
have had to carefully comprehend the question including
the word “only,” in addition to carefully looking at each
drawing for its evidence of linear perspective; Linear
Perspective is a complex drawing system that requires more
class time to build student comprehension (and time is
limited since ART110 covers an overview of many drawing
concepts).
(05/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Randall

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis
V Bloomberg
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Harrison Storms, Willie Brownlee,
Tom Kidd, Sandra Trepasso,
Related Documents:
artwork A.jpg
artwork B.jpg

10/27/2015
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Actions
institutions and market places (i.e.
publications, art
galleries/museums, and the
applied arts) is defined by
pluralism. There is no
standardization. With ten
sections and nine instructors, our
program echoes this diversity by
presenting drawing concepts that
are influenced by each instructor’s
personal experience as artists and
teachers. Though this may make
testing more difficult, any extreme
standardization would be
detrimental to the program, and
to the art form at large.
(05/12/2016)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
null.courseAction: Drawing
Fundamentals (ART110) is an
introductory course covering an
overview of drawing topics.
Perspective Drawing (ARTxxx) was
offered as a separate course in
previous years and should be
reinstated and offered at least
once per academic year.
(05/12/2016)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
null.courseAction: The course
objectives on record for ART110
were written when the semester
was longer than the current 16
weeks. It may be advisable to
rewrite and edit the objectives,
such as eliminating the color
component. Develop a list of
course specific terminology to be
Page 10 of 62

Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions
used in all drawing classes.
(05/12/2016)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 129 :Fundamentals of Color
Course SLO
SLO #2 Hue and Color Scheme - A
student will have a foundational
understanding of hue, hue contrast
and color scheme and demonstrate
the ability to compose chromatically,
appropriately applying an assigned
color harmony to a color
composition, which demonstrates a
specific color scheme, hue contrast
and chroma pattern.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students were given 2
hours and 45 minutes to use recently
acquired critical and analytical skills
to chromatically compose a preestablished composition by unifying
the randomly assigned color
parameters of hue, value, saturation
and temperature into one viable
arrangement in partial fulfillment of
the required analytical and critical
thinking core competencies for this
class. This particular assessment
focuses on harmony formulation and
hue allocation, with attendant
analysis of functionality within
random value and temperature
structures.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
score
75% (Satisfactory) or above on the
SLO
RUBRIC
These are the criteria that are used
to determine a successful
assessment for Art 129:
1.
Harmony Formulization
(ability to accurately apply the
correct diagrammatic formula to the
color harmony scheme assigned)
2.
Hue Allocation (ability to
accurately designate a correct
combination of hues in concert with
the assigned color harmony scheme)
3.
Analysis of Functionality

10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Harmony formul. 3= 23 2= 3 1= 0 0= 0
Hue Allocation
3= 22 2= 3 1= 1 0= 0
Analysis/Function 3= 18 2= 6 1= 1 0= 1
Observable Patterns
A In the midterm practicum, students on the whole
demonstrated very strong competence with regards to
Harmony schemes and their Functional analysis as applied
in a color composition.
B There was more variance in competence in regard to the
Analysis of Functionality; there was a noticeable shift of
proficiency in this area. However it was more in the
application of the analysis than in the analysis itself.
C The other two skill sets: Harmony Formulization and Hue
Allocation, showed fairly consistent comprehension and
competence.
D The amount of time allotted the midterm was sufficient
as all practica were turned in within the time parameters.
(03/04/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Richard
Ewing
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
none

null.courseAction: Possibly a full
class session on the subject of the
relative nature of temperature in
any harmony combination should
be proffered before the
practicum. This can be part of the
color notebook assignments. As
with the value structure
assessment last year I am of the
opinion that repetition of actual
attempts by the student is the
most effective means of learning.
To this end, the assessment could
be given at a much later date in
the semester to allow for further
exposure and practice in applying
harmonized hues within
limitations, but it is valuable to
see where the students stand
after the initial introduction to
these concepts and its current
placement is well set.
(04/15/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

(ability to analyze and adjust the
cohesion between harmony scheme
and the requirements of the
temperature, chroma and value
structures)
Students’ achievement ratings for
each criteria:
Excellent (90%) Good (80%)
Satisfactory (75%) Poor (70%)
Unsatisfactory (69%)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 130:Two-Dimensional Design I
Course SLO
SLO #2 Self-Critique - Students will be
able to demonstrate the ability to
analyze and assess their own design
projects.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Student will do a self
assessment assure of each element
to create each principle. Students
will use the rubric below to do a selfevaluation of their work and post it
to Facebook.
Standard and Target for Success:
Standard and Target for Success:It is
expected that at least 75% of
students will show a minimum of
Satisfactory growth.
Rubric
1. Completed the assigned number
of comprehensive thumbnail
sketches and effectively selfcritiqued their work on Facebook .
2. Student posted assigned number
of projects on Facebook but had very
little self-evaluation.
3. Student posted some thumbnail
sketches on Facebook with minimal
self-evaluation.
4. Student posted a limited number
to no sketches with no selfevaluation.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
communicating the content of their poster, their work was
rated a "4". If a student did a good job, their work was rated
a "3. If a student did a satisfactory job, their work was rated
a "2". Unsatisfactory or incomplete work was given a "1"
and poor work was given a "0".

null.courseAction: Action Keeping
students engaged and
understanding the importance self
critique is always challenging.
Social Media as well as text book,
lecture, internet resources and
class discussion are all used to
encourage the student to observe
elements and principles in the
work. (09/09/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

12 students were rated as excellent (71%), 4 student did a
good job (24%) , 1 student was rated as satisfactory (6%), 0
students were rated as unsatisfactory (.0%).
100% of class was rated as satisfactory or above. The class
average was a 3.64 rating
(09/09/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Andrea
Micallef
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Walter Cox
Reviewer's Comments:

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 131:Lettering and Typography I
Course SLO
SLO #2 Typographic Vocabulary Students will be able to demonstrate
comprehension of typographic
vocabulary by evaluating examples of
design.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Exam/Test/Quiz - After lecture,
reading and project application
students will be given a test on
typographic vocabulary in the form
of test. Student will be given a 100
point test.
Standard and Target for Success:
This test will be a percentage based
test with 100-90% being excellent,
89 - 80% good, 79- 70 proficient, 69 60% poor. It is expected the 88% of
will be proficient or better.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This 100point test will be given as a midterm assessment.
The test will be given as a fill in the blank type test. There
will be 100 possible points. (09/01/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Cheryl
Dimson
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Cheryl Dimson
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: After giving
this exam I realized that my
students did not have very good
recall of the typographic
vocabulary. So I have modified my
project to include one that deals
primarily with typographic terms.
(09/10/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Project - Student will collect samples
of typography which they define as
good or bad. Student will organize
samples into five primary typeface
classifications, and create written
descriptions for each classification.
Student will also define which
typographic samples are weak and
delineate why. Student will use
appropriate typographic terminology
in these descriptions.
Standard and Target for Success:
90% of students will
comprehensively and successfully
complete project with satisfactory or
better results.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
of typeface classification and supplied accurate written
descriptions using appropriate terminology, their work was
rated a "3". If a student did a satisfactory job, their work
was rated a "2". Unsatisfactory or incomplete work was
given a "1". 12 students were rated as excellent (70.6%), 4
students were rated as satisfactory (23.5%), 1 student was
rated as unsatisfactory (5.9%). 94.1% of class was rated as
satisfactory or above. The class average was a 2.65 rating.
(09/01/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ron
Romain
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: Keeping
students engaged and
understanding the importance of
this typographic vocabulary is
always challenging. Text book,
lecture, internet resources and
class discussion are all used to
encourage the student to observe
typography in the world, and to
be able to accurately express its
effectiveness, or lack thereof, by
using appropriate vocabulary. I
will continue to search for new
resources and visual examples to
make future classes more
successful. (09/01/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 132:Advertising Design I
Course SLO
SLO #2 Effective Visual
Communication - Students will be
able to create designs that
demonstrate visual unity and justify
its importance in effective visual
communications.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Project - Students demonstrated the
importance of effective visual
communication when presenting
their complete process of the final
project.
Student were evaluated on the
following rubric:
1 Complete understanding, use of
elements and principles, and
demonstrated very effective visual
communication of an idea
2 Has very good idea of art intent;
success of the media, is able to
articulate about ideas but they are
not always justified
3 Work is effective but the intent
and clarification is not clear
4 Unclear thinking; little use of
principles and elements, thoughts
and ideas are scattered
5 No concept of art principles or
elements

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
May 14, 2015

null.courseAction: I plan to
continue to create one project per
semester that include a group
effort. The plan is to introduce this
collaborative effort earlier in the
Students completed their presentations with an 86%
semester to try and improve the
success rate of completing the task with "good /3" reduslts. total class semester outcome.
They were working with partners and presenting to guest
(10/09/2015)
"clients." These two factors along with a very small class
Action Category: Teaching
contributed to the high success rate. A lot of in-class lecture Strategies
and lab time was spent preparing the students for this task.
One group was not fully prepared and did not present to
the guest "clients."
(10/08/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Cheryl
Dimson
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)
BASED ON RUBRIC: It is expected
that 82% of students will score 3 or
above on this SLO.

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 133:Graphic Design
Course SLO
SLO #2 Creative Problem-Solving Students will be able to apply the
creative problem-solving process by
combining methods to create visually
cohesive designs that successfully
communicate the intended message.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/13/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students will create a
poster design based on a single
event from a single year in history.
They will research their subject,
develop text and graphics that
communicate content and arrange it
in a visually pleasing, conceptually
strong final poster.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that at least 75% of
students will show a minimum of
Satisfactory growth.
Rubric
1. Completed comprehensive
research on their subject .
2. Write a short paragraph to be
used as copy for the poster.
3. Create suitable graphics to
accompany the text.
4. Arrange text and graphics in a
poster format that is visually
pleasing and communicates
meaning.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
communicating the content of their poster, their work was
rated a "4". If a student did a good job, their work was rated
a "3. If a student did a satisfactory job, their work was rated
a "2". Unsatisfactory or incomplete work was given a "1"
and poor work was given a "0".

null.courseAction: Keeping
students engaged and
understanding the importance of
composition, the design process
and communicating a clear
message is always challenging.
Social Media as well as text book,
lecture, internet resources and
class discussion are all used to
encourage the student to observe
and self critique their work for
clarity and hierarchy in their work.
09/09/2015 (09/10/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

2 students were rated as excellent (17.0%), 5 student did a
good job (42.0%) , 3 students were rated as satisfactory
(.25%), 2 student was rated as unsatisfactory (.17%).
83% of class was rated as satisfactory or above. The class
average was a 2.58 rating (09/10/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Andrea
Micallef
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 141 :Digital Art
Course SLO
SLO #2 Graphic Files - Students will
prepare graphics files with correct
color, resolution, and file format for
both print and screen output.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Project - Reporting on 5 sections:
Dallal (2 sections): My Art 141
students during the Spring 2015
semester were asked to create some
web graphics for the Union (ECC
student newspaper) website. For this
project they had to prepare the
graphic to the correct pixel
dimension and color specs for
screen, and create a PDF “comp”
showing what the web page would
look like with several of the graphics
utilized. The PDF could be printed or
displayed on screen.
Students were given 4 points each
for the technical grade on the web
formatted document, and the PDF
document.
Rubric:
4=excellent 3=good 2=fair 1=poor
0=not turned in
It is expected that 85% of students
will score 75% or above on this SLO.
Instructor: Joy Curtis-Urlick
(reporting on 1 section)
Students were to finish a photoshop
cloning exercise and save it in three
different formats. One was to be
saved for print, the other was to be
saved for an email and the third was
to be saved for DVD output.
Based on percentages: It was
expected that 75% of the students
would successfully complete this
exercise.

10/27/2015

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Dallal:Results: Total of 37 students (2 sections)
Web format: 32% scored 75% or above
PDF format: 81% scored 75% or above

null.courseAction: Dallal: Remove
pre-requisites to the Art 142 class
which deals with pixel-based
software so students could take
141 and 142 concurrently. This
would allow for more time to
repeat concepts and for the inClearly, the students understood how to prepare a PDF for depth study necessary to master
printing more than a web formatted graphic. I think that is
the material. (05/28/2015)
because PDFs are measured in inches and students
Action Category: Curriculum
understand this better. The web graphic was to be
Changes
formatted in pixels, and it is a hard concept for students to null.courseAction: Dallal: Move
understand that pixels can change size and there is no fixed the assessment to later in the
relationship between pixels and inches. Even though this
semester to allow more time for
was their second project working in pixels they were clearly instruction in pixel-based graphics,
still confused. At this point in the semester we had not
or repeat the exercise throughout
started working in a raster (pixel) program so perhaps an
the semester.
assessment later in the semester would yield better results. Curtis-Urlick: 1. I plan on creating
However, this is a hard concept for students to grasp and
a power point with visuals to
needs a lot of repetition and reinforcement to really stick
explain the formatting better 2.
and points to the difficulty of adequately covering all the
expound upon the exercise more
SLOs in a one semester class.
thoroughly next time by having
Curtis-Urlick: Total students: 26
the students repeat this process
Students were given an exercise to save their work in three for other exercises as well. I
different formats for Print, Email, and DVD with the correct believe this will raise the success
color, resolution, and file format. This exercise was not as
rate
successful as only 13 out of 26 saved all three formats
Owens:Allow more time for the
correctly and 3 students didn’t turn in the exercise at all.
completion of this project
These results were lower than I expected. I felt the exercise Speth: 1. Stress importance of
was not difficult but more time was needed to practice and student responsibility for learning,
understand this SLO. Due to the amount of material that
discuss the importance of the
needed to be covered in 141, I believe students may have
various project components,
rushed through and may not have grasped the concept
review the assignment grading
fully. I plan to expound upon the exercise more thoroughly parameters relative to the SLO
next time by having the students repeat this process for
(05/28/2015)
other exercises as well in order to raise the success rate.
Action Category: Teaching
Owens: 17 students total turned in work to be assessed:
Strategies
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Based on Rubric: This was one of 18
exercises throughout the semester.
Each exercise earns 1 point. If the
student could demonstrate this skill,
a point was earned. This was a pass
or fail exercise. It was expected that
75% of students would pass this SLO.

15 earned 9/9
1 earned 6/9
1 earned 3/9

Actions

88%
6%
6%

3-Demonstrates full understanding of skills and concepts
2-Demonstrates partial understanding of skills and concepts
1-Does not demonstrate understanding of skills and
concepts
Instructor: Annette Owens
I found that students were generally able to understand the
(reporting on 1 section)
importance of file size and resolution with lecture, videos,
Students were given a final project
and the completion of this project. They also were able to
to create a "surreal collage"
figure out (sometimes through trial and error,) why it is
composed of photographic images of important. Ideally, it would be better if students had more
"common" images arranged in a
time to experiment before printing and emailing this
surprising way. They either scanned, project, but there are many other topics required in this
photographed, or used royalty-free
class, which feeds into some other classes.
images from different sources to
Speth: Project #3
create a final PhotoShop image that Postcard
Poster
Cover Art
had the following requirements: 150
Total
%
dpi, 11 in x17 in or larger, PDF and
pdf
print
jpg
pdf
print
jpg
printed in color for critique. They
cmyk
jpg
were required to turn in a supple
4
4
4
4
4
4
metal worksheet describing their
4
4
32
100%
process, and answer specific
questions about digital vs. print
0
4
4
4
4
2
color.
0
3
21
66%
3
5
4
2
4
4
The SLO assessment was a scoring
3
4
29
91%
rubric laid over the actual "final
4
4
4
4
4
4
project" grade criterion, since this
3
3
30
94%
was information that I collect for the 4
4
4
4
0
4
sole purposes of these SLO reports,
1
4
25
78%
and not added into the mix of their
0
0
4
4
4
4
student's semester grading point
2
4
22
69%
system.
4
4
4
0
0
4
0
4
20
63%
Three points for each of the 3
4
4
4
4
4
4
following technical areas were
3
4
31
97%
determined:
0
0
0
0
0
0
I) recognizing the difference
0
0
0
0%
*1
10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

between the screen color gamut
(RGB) and printed final color gamut
(CMYK,)
I I) proper final print format (PDF),
III) correct resolution (150 dpi).
It is expected that 85% of students
will score 75% or above on this SLO.

Actions

4
4
4
4
4
2
4
30
94%
4
4
4
4
4
4
2
4
30
94%
3
0
4
4
4
4
0
4
23
63%
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
32
100%
Mardi Speth (1 section):
0
0
2
2
3
3
Project #3 focuses on creative
0
3
13
41%
expression and skill development
0
0
4
4
4
4
using Adobe’s Photoshop software.
0
4
20
63%
There are three components to this 4
4
3
4
4
3
project – a postcard, a poster, and a
2
4
28
88%
cover for a brochure. Each
4
4
4
0
0
0
component requires the student to
0
0
12
38%
*2
make digital files suitable for printing _________________________________________________
and screen viewing thereby
____________
providing multiple opportunities to
master this SLO. As well, the
*1 Withdrew student 4/17
postcard and poster are printed to
*2 Student stopped showing up after 4/17, failed the course
demonstrate, clarify and assess
student understanding of color
Analysis:
space, image size, file type and
1)
With 512 points possible (16 students x 32), 366
resolution issues. This is a 65-point
points were tallied, equaling a score of 71% of class.
project; SLO#2 reflects 20% of the
2)
By dismissing the two withdrawn and no-show
points that were possible to earn on students scores, a total of 448 points were possible on this
this project.
assessment, with 354 tallied points, equaling a score of
79%.
Standard and Target for Success:
3)
Looking strictly at the students who achieved 75%
Rubric: 4=excellent 3=good 2=fair
or above, (and excluding the withdrawn and no show
1=poor 0=not turned in
student) only 8 of the 14 students – or 57% - attained met
my expectation.
For each project component:
PDF or CMYK FILE
HARDCOPY PROOF
Looking at the class as a whole, the objective was met.
JPG FILE FOR SCREEN VIEW
However, when looking at the Analysis #3, the results are
It was expected that 75% of the
surprisingly low, even with multiple opportunities for
students would achieve a 75% or
students to achieve this SLO. There is a pattern seen in the
above
scores above. Students who scored over 80% on this
10/27/2015

4
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Assessment Method Description:
Project - Students were graded
based on a 10 point system. 3 points
for composition, 2 points for
technical skills, 2 points for
complexity,andExecution and 3
points for concept. I expected at
least 80% of students to score above
7 points.
Standard and Target for Success:
I expected at least 80% of students
to score above 7 points. The
successful project made good use of
compositional elements, negative
and positive space, color, line quality
and typography.

Actions

analysis were the high performers, they earned an A in the
course. These students were highly engaged and eager to
succeed. They took responsibility for their learning. Upon
reflection, the majority of students, being first quarter
students, haven’t developed the skills needed for success in
college. Specifically, reading skills. Many appeared to rely
on their classmates to tell them what had to be turned in,
rather than reading the assignment sheet, which was
available to them through the end of the semester. SLO#2 is
technical; they understood what to do, they just didn’t do it
for all three components.
(05/28/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Joyce
Dallal
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Joy Curtis-Urlick, Annette Owens,
Mardi Speth

Standard and Target for Success:
Dallal:It is expected that 85% of
students will score 75% or above on
this SLO.
Curits-Urlick:This was a pass or fail
exercise. It was expected that 75% of
students would pass this SLO.
Owens:It is expected that 85% of
students will score 75% or above on
this SLO.
Speth: It was expected that 75% of
the students would achieve a 75% or
above

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 142 :Digital Photography
No data found for the selected criteria.

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 143 :Digital Design and Publishing
Course SLO
SLO #2 Member of Design Team Students will effectively perform as a
member of a design team to produce
a multi-page document in response to
client generated project.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2016-17 (Spring
2017)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Multiple Assessments - Art 143 is an
intermediate level class in which we
produce complex publications for
‘clients.’ For instance, one of our
long standing jobs is to work with
the English Department to design
and produce Myriad, the ECC
Creative Arts Journal. For this, the
students each have the opportunity
to submit an original idea for the
cover and inside page design. These
designs are judged by the student
editors and ‘lead designers’ are
chosen. They need to work with
each other and a team of other
students to produce the final design
template and the full publication.
Students assume various jobs such
as: Project Manager, Image Editor,
Production Artist etc. After the
publication is printed, the students
evaluate themselves and each other
on their performance as a team
member. They are asked to evaluate
on a scale of 1-4 on these criteria:
Effort, reliability, technical expertise,
communication, and above and
beyond. The peer and selfevaluations are averaged.
Standard and Target for Success:
Rubric: 4=excellent 3=good 2=fair
1=poor 0=not applicable
It was expected that 75% of the
students would achieve a 75% or
above

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
See attached table: 143 SLO 2 Spring 2015
Analysis:
1)
My expectation was exceeded which I think
reflects the reluctance of the students to give themselves
poor grades. In all, the peer evaluations reflect a wider
range than the self-evaluations. Perhaps in the future I
shouldn’t average the two grades, or I should balance the
self-evaluations with my own evaluation.
2)
Students whose attendance was poor received
the worst grades since they could not participate if they
didn’t show up. Students who stepped up and offered to
participate on multiple projects were rated higher.
3)
The students who were hard on themselves were
often rated higher by their peers and vice-versa.
(05/21/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Joyce
Dallal

null.courseAction: 1. Alter my
assessment to include my own
evaluations as well as their selfevaluations for a truer
perspective.
2. Make this a category unto itself
in the overall semester grades
rather than combine it with
project grades so it stands out
more to the students
3. Stress the link between
attendance and this grade
throughout the semester.
(05/21/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Generated by TracDat® a product of Nuventive

Page 23 of 62

ECC: ART 144 :Three-Dimensional Computer Animation
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Animation of Character Students will be able to use the poseto-pose technique to animate their
character in a manner that
demonstrates the character’s type
and personality.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Project - Assessment was conducted
during submission of the semester's
final project. The final project was a
short animation consisting of an
original, animated 3-D character. The
project required that the students
animate their character in a way that
demonstrates the character's type
and personality.

Standard and Target for Success:
Students will be assessed on three
different criteria from the class SLO.
Results will be defined in
percentages. Student can receive
one of three assessments for each
criteria: 1) They completely met the
standard (100%); 2) They adequately
met the standard (70%); 3) They did
not meet the standard (0%). Based
on my recent semesters’ class
results, I would expect that 90% of
the students will achieve an overall
score of 75% or better.

Project - Assessment was attached
to the final project of the semester.
This gave the students the final five
10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
CRITERIA ASSESSED (Percent of students who scored 70% or
better)
1. Original Character Creation (100%)
2. Original Character Animation (100%)
3. Presentation of Short Animation (75%)

null.courseAction: To improve
student success percentages, I
will increase the number of
intermediate milestone deadlines
during the production of the final
project. I will also increase the
amount of time spent on
rendering and post-production for
the final film. (09/09/2014)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Here is a breakdown of the students individual assessment
scores (16 students total):
10 students assessed at 100%
4 students assessed at 70%
2 students assessed at 0%
It should be noted that the students who received a 70%
assessment score submitted their animations late and the 2
students who received a 0% failed to present anything.
14 out of 16 students (87.5%) achieved a total assessment
score of 70% or better, which is less than my expectation of
90%. In order to improve the student success percentages, I
will need to seek out a way to improve students’ time
management skills when it comes to meeting deadlines and
completing projects.

(09/09/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Joyce
Dallal
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
David Turner
Reviewer's Comments: needs future
action date
Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
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null.courseAction: Continue to
improve students’ success rate in
meeting deadlines by increasing
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

weeks of the semester to learn the
skills necessary to meet the
assessment learning objectives. The
project required that the students
use the pose-to-pose technique to
animate their character in a manner
that demonstrates the character’s
type and personality.

CRITERIA ASSESSED (Percent of students who scored 75% or the amount of time that students
will have to complete their final
better)
project. (12/12/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
As reflected in the data, there is an identifiable, majority
Strategies
core of students (good) whom enthusiastically take to the
null.courseAction: It cannot be
subject matter and consistently perform well at absorbing
understated just how difficult and
the material presented in class along with completing
complex 3D modeling and
assignments on-time and to a high level of achievement.
animation is as a subject. One
semester of instruction in 3D
Another factor which should be noted is that 3 students
Standard and Target for Success:
modeling and animation is
(out of 21) did not turn in the project. This critical
Students will be assessed on one
insufficient to become proficient
component of the animation production process (meeting
(SLO#2) criteria from the class SLO.
in the discipline. I believe that
deadlines) is one area in which I still need to improve
Results will be defined in
creating intermediate and
student performance.
percentages. Student can received
advanced level courses would
one of three assessments for the
allow the students adequate time
Also, many students only adequately met the standards of
criteria: 1) They completely met the assessment (24%). I will strive to increase the percentage of and instruction to develop their
standard (100%); 2) They adequately students who completely meet the assessment standards
skills necessary to be viable
met the standard (70%); 3) They did by pursuing more effective methods of teaching and
candidates for entry-level
not adequately meet the standard
positions in the industry.
introducing the animation component of the curriculum
(30%). It is expected that 75% of the earlier in the semester.
(12/12/2015)
students will achieve an overall
Action Category: Curriculum
score of 75% or better.
Here is a breakdown of the students individual assessment Changes
scores (21 students total):
null.courseAction: Raise
11 students assessed at 100%
percentage of students who
7 students assessed at 70%
completely meet standards 3
3 students assessed at 30%
dimensional animation skills. I will
introduce the concepts and
11 out of 21 students (57%) achieved a total assessment
practices of 3 dimensional
score of 75% or better, which is much less than my
animation earlier in the semester.
expectation of 75%. By finding new, more effective ways in (12/12/2015)
teaching 3-dimentional animation, as reflected in the course Action Category: Teaching
SLO, I will strive to raise the student level of success.
Strategies
(12/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Joyce
Dallal
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Dvaid Turner
Reviewer's Comments:
10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 145 :Multimedia Design
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

SLO #2 Sound and User Interactivity Students will demonstrate the ability
to use a timeline to incorporate
sound and user interactivity into twodimensional animations.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Project - Students were tasked with
creating a two-dimensional
computer or handheld device game
mock-up which required user
interactivity and compelling use of
animation, sound, and navigation
through a timeline.
Standard and Target for Success:
Target of 80% of students to exceed
or meet expectations to a high
degree. Target of 100% of students
to meet expectations at a
satisfactory or higher level.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Student work which exceeded these expectations, or met
them to a very high degree, was rated a "3", student work
which satisfactorily met these expectations was rated a "2",
and student work which fell below these expectations, was
rated a "1". 14 students (87.5%) exceed or met
expectations to a very high degree. 2 students (12.5% met
expectations to a satisfactory level. 0 students performed at
a less than satisfactory level. The class average was a 2.88
rating. (09/01/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ron
Romain
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: A high level of
success was reached on this
assessment due in great part to
very strong student interest. The
evaluated project is the reason
many students take this class. My
job is to keep them excited and to
get them to work as hard as
possible in order that they may
achieve the best results. I see
room for improvement in that I
can show more examples of actual
games which I believe will inspire
them to an even greater degree. I
will implement this change in the
spring semester when this class is
again offered. (09/01/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

SLO #4 Problem-Solving - Students
will apply visual communication
problem-solving skills and twodimensional design concepts to
creation of interactive media.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Project - Students will design a
computer, or handheld device,
game. They will be required to
define the demographic of the user
of the game, design the strategy and
visual interface of the game, as well
the navigational structure the viewer
will require to move around within
the game. The student will use twodimensional design concepts to
visually resolve and communicate
the game interface to the user.
Standard and Target for Success:
80% of class will exceed
requirements, or meet them at a
very high level. 100% of class will
meet requirements at a satisfactory

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Student projects which exceeded requirements, or met
them to a very high degree, were rated a "3", student
projects which satisfactorily met requirements were rated a
"2", student projects which did not meet the project
requirements were rated a "1". 12 student projects (75%)
exceeded, or met requirements to a very high degree. 4
student projects (25%) met the project requirements to a
satisfactory degree. 0 student projects did not meet the
project requirements. The average rating was 2.75.
(09/01/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ron
Romain
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: While the class
reached my secondary goal of
100% satisfactorily meeting the
project requirements or better,
they did not reach my primary
goal of 80% exceeding, or meeting
at a very high level, the project
requirements. I will strive to
improve these results the next
time this class is offered by
stressing the importance of these
two-dimensional design concepts
through lecture, class discussion
and showing additional examples
specific to these ideals.
(09/01/2015)
Action Category: Teaching

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Strategies

level or higher.

10/27/2015

Actions
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ECC: ART 152:Rendering
Course SLO
SLO #2 Analyze - Students will be able
to demonstrate the ability to analyze
an orthographic layout, by
appropriately applying basic
perspective to a plan view, elevation
view, and inclined planes.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students were given 2
hours and 45 minutes to use recently
acquired analytical skills to solve a
complex orthographic layout
correctly, and render it in 3-point
perspective in partial fulfillment of
the required analytical core
competencies for this class. Correct
ellipse-angle analysis and placement
follow-through were also
incorporated into the criterion to
fully demonstrate their
understanding of the articulation of
form(s). This particular assessment
focuses on the analysis of the 3tiered orthographic and its solution.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
score 75% (Satisfactory) or above on
the SLO
RUBRIC
These are the criteria that are used
to determine a successful
assessment for Art 152:
1.
Positioning & Alignment
(ability to accurately position diverse
views into a framework which has a
unified alignment of edges and
planes)
2.
Interpretation (ability to
accurately understand what forms
are proffered in the orthographic
views)
3.
Cohesion/analysis (ability
to correctly summarize the visual
relationships of the individual forms

10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Position/Alignmnt 3= 22 2= 2 1= 0 0= 1
Interpretation
3= 22 2= 0 1= 2 0= 1
Cohesion/Analysis 3= 22 2= 0 1= 2 0= 1

null.courseAction: A discussion
among the full-time and part-time
drawing faculty regarding the
strategies for implementation of
very basic form analysis from
varied viewpoints would
encourage familiarity with the
orthographic process.
Also, an overview of assessment
consistency from one instructor to
another in the prerequisite
Fundamental Drawing classes
would bring uniformity to the fore
amongst the incoming students.
The return of the semester-long
Linear Perspective class made
available to students on a drawing
trajectory would be a boon to all
drawing based classes and would
allow for more time spent in the
Rendering class on other vital
competencies. Students in
drawing intensive majors such as
Industrial Design, Animation,
Game Art design, Interior design,
Illustration, and Drawing and
Painting would all benefit.
(04/15/2016)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
null.courseAction: In order to
assist the student in achieving a
higher level fluency, more practice
in class and possibly as
sketchbook homework might
acclimate the student to
increasingly complex orthographic

Observable Patterns
A In the midterm practicum, students on the whole
demonstrated a very strong competence with regards to
the Orthographic analysis skills assessed:
Positioning/Alingment, Interpretation, and
Cohesion/Analysis.
B Interpretation and Cohesion/Analysis both had a slight
shift in competence and are related as deficiency in
Interpretation leads to a shortfall in the overall Cohesion
analysis.
C The first skill set, Positioning & Alignment, showed fairly
consistent comprehension and competence.
D The amount of time allotted the midterm was sufficient
as all practica were turned in within the time parameters.
(02/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Richard
Ewing
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
none
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

as they relate to a larger whole)

10/27/2015
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Actions
problem solving. A strategy might
be to increase the level of
complexity during the practice
sessions past the rigors of
midterm practicum. This could
make the student more fluent in
the expected Form Interpretation
and its attendant Cohesion
Analysis. (04/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 160:Three-Dimensional Design
Course SLO
SLO #2 Utilizing Materials - Students
will be able to demonstrate basic
competency in utilizing materials and
methods appropriate for threedimensional design.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Student's created ocarinas
from clay that were required to both
make a sound and be sculpted so
that they displayed an image from
the theme "Sounds of the Sea".
Standard and Target for Success:
The standard for this project is that
80% of the students would be able
to both make the ocarina make a
sound, and model it into an image
that reflects the theme "Sounds of
the Sea".
Students were assessed on a 1-4
scale, with 4 being outstanding, 3
good, 2 passing, and 1 poor.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Of the 46 students: 34 had a score of 4, or roughly 75%
7 had scores of 3, roughly 16%
3 had scores of 2, roughly 6%
2 had poor scores. roughly 4%
(09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Russ
McMillin
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Pam Huth
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: Over the
course of several semesters, Pam
Huth and I had discussed ways to
improve our grading rubric, so
that the scale was more detailed
and broke down the process for
success more clearly for the
students. Presently Pam came up
with a possible 10 point model,
which is being tested out in both
the 3D courses and in Beginning
Sculpture. At the same time, we
are still using the original 4 point
system, so that we can compare
results. (10/14/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 161:Beginning Ceramics
Course SLO
SLO #1 Terminology and Processes Students will have an understanding
of and be able to explain basic
terminology and processes of
ceramics.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students will take
a test that will assess their general
understanding of tools, processes,
and ceramic terminology. The test
consists of 10 short answer
questions each worth 10 points.
Students will be given 1 hour to
complete the test if needed. All
answers must show a reasonable
understanding of the material being
tested.
Standard and Target for Success:
The test is a standard 100-point test
graded by percentage. Students are
assessed on a standard grade scale:
F, D, C, B, and A. The student must
provide a written response to each
question that demonstrates a clear
and reasonable understanding of the
material.
Target for Success is 80% or more
performing at the C level or higher.

10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Total Students Assessed: 55

null.courseAction: No action is
needed at this time. The high level
of success shows that the class is
accomplishing it's objectives. I will
watch for trends which might
suggest needed changes.
(06/13/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

A:
B:
C
D
F

37 students (67%)
10 students (18%)
4 students (8%)
2 students (4%)
1 student (2%)

93% of students achieved a score of C or higher on the test
Each student was given a study guide at the beginning of
the semester covering all the terms, techniques, and tools
listed that would be on the test. Throughout the semester
students were introduced to this information and given
time to use or incorporate these ideas into their work.
Students were encouraged to review the study guide
throughout the semester. Two weeks prior to the test we
went over the study guide in detail, giving students the
chance to ask questions and be certain of the information.
The nature of the course is such that this information is
covered and practiced each day in class. This allows for
greater mastery of the information. The high success of
students on the test demonstrates this.
(06/13/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Vince
Palacios
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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ECC: ART 173 :Introduction to Jewelry and Metalsmithing
Course SLO
SLO #2 Define - Students will be able
to define and give examples of
terminology, methods, and materials
appropriate to the beginning level
jewelry and metalsmithing.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
given a multiple choice quiz in which
they were to select appropriate
methods and terminology to
describe the proper sequence and
techniques required to create a
cabochon set stone ring.
Standard and Target for Success:
80% of the students will score 70%
or above on the quiz

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
to be added later (05/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Irene
Mori

null.courseAction: to be added
(05/29/2016)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
null.courseAction: At flex day fall
2015 during the Art Department
meeting discuss and advocate for
the College to fund and institute
and Open Lab for the program.
(08/20/2015)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Essay/Written Assignment - The
student was shown a completed
brooch. After viewing the piece the
student was asked to describe the
materials, methods and sequence in
detail used to fabricate the brooch in
a written document.
Standard and Target for Success:
Based on rubric it is expected that
80% of the students will score 3 or
above

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
10 students or 28% scored 4 or Outstanding on the Rubric,
19 students or 52% score 3 or Good on the Rubric, 5
students or 14% scored 2 or needs improvement and 2
students or 6% scored 1 or Poor. According to the data most
of the students are able to meet the objective. Most
students were able to use appropriate terminology and
identify materials. Areas for further improvement lie in the
criteria of proper identification of technique and sequence.
(09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Irene
Mori
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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ECC: ART 181 :Beginning Sculpture
Course SLO
SLO #2 Utilizing Material - Students
will be able to demonstrate basic
competency in utilizing sculptural
materials and methods in their design
projects.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Working with ideas the
students generated from the
examination of chosen words and
the images they provoke in their
mind, students were to combine and
represent these words in a 3
dimensional sculpture in clay. They
were assessed on whether they
were able to translate the idea
clearly and with craft, using water
based clay and ceramic hand tools.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students were assessed on the 1-4
point system, with 4 points being the
highest score.
The goal was for 80% of the students
to receive a score of 3 or 4.
In this assessment, there were a
total of 30 students. Of them 13
students received a score of 4 and
14 received a score of 3. Only 3
students did not create a work that
met with the criteria.
Thus the results of the assessment
indicated that 90% of the students
were able to meet the desired
scores.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The results of this assessment were higher than expected.
Although this is a good thing, I am unclear whether this is a
indicator of what to expect, or simple a higher than normal
result.
One possible reason for the higher than expected results in
the 3D areas focus on hand skills.
Meaning, not only in sculpture, but in Jewelry, Ceramic, and
Three Dimensional Design, all faculty have similar basic skill
set goals. (10/14/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Russ
Mcmillin
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: We changed
the textbook to provide students
with images related to the
assignments and topics covered in
class. The text is also reviewed in
class to make sure that students
are exposed to the relevant
information in the text. Lectures
have been broken down into
smaller units to expand on detail
and make them more accessible
to student learning. I am testing a
new 10 point grading system to
compare the results of this with
my old 4 point system.
(10/14/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 187 :Printmaking I - Etching, Relief, and Lithography
Course SLO
SLO #2 Analyze and Critique Students will be able to demonstrate
the ability to analyze and critique
etching, relief, and lithographic prints
using course-specific terminology.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Presentation/Skill Demonstration Project: Students present completed
print making artwork in an
interactive critique format.

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
12 Students were evaluated.

Students are evaluated on their
ability to analyze and critique their
own and other's finished prints,
demonstrating correct use of course
specific terminology.

6 students: excellent, 50%
4 students: good, 30%
2 students: poor/incomplete, 15%

null.courseAction: Engaging
students in critique and selfanalysis can be challenging.
Exposure to outside artwork
through slides, readings, and field
trips are/can be used to
encourage to participate in an
expanded dialogue about artwork
(05/12/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

10 out of 12 students were rated as satisfactory or above
(10/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader:
Katherine Sheehan
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that at least 75% of
students will demonstrate "Fair"
progress.
Students were evaluated on 4 point
scale, where students demonstrating
"Excellent" analysis/critique skills
received a 4, "Good"
analysis/critique received a 3, "Fair"
analysis/critique received a 2,
"Unsatisfactory" analysis/critique
received a 1, and "Poor/Incomplete"
analysis/critique received a 0.
Rubric:
Excellent: 4
Good: 3
Fair: 2
Unsatisfactory: 1
Poor/Incomplete: 0

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis
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Actions
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ECC: ART 195:Portfolio and Career Planning for Artists and Designers
Course SLO
SLO #2 Personal Inventory - Students
will be able to outline a personal
inventory of interests, experience,
expectations/goals and completed
artwork to be used in the
development of career and/or degree
selection and organize it into a
presentable format.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Summer 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Portfolio - Students will take a self
inventory of their interests,
experience, expectations and goals.
Students will target a career or
degree they wish to pursue based on
their inventory and identify an
audience for their work. They will
then organize their completed
artwork into a body of work that
reflects the goals of their self
inventory and the desires of their
chose audience. Students will post
their portfolio on a blog, web page
or social media site they create for
that express purpose.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that at least 75% of
students will show a minimum of
Satisfactory growth.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
posting there self critique to Facebook using appropriate
terminology, their work was rated a "4". If a student did a
good job their work was rated a "3". If a student did a
satisfactory job, their work was rated a "2". Unsatisfactory
or incomplete work was given a "1". and Poor work was
given a "0". 5 students were rated as excellent (16%), 11
students were rated as good (34%), 10 students were rated
as satisfactory (31%), 6 students were rated as poor (19%),
0 students were rated as unsatisfactory (0%). 81% of class
was rated as satisfactory or above. The class average was a
2.46 rating. (09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Walter
Cox
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: Students need
to better analyze their own goals
and abilities and evaluate their
suitability for different career and
education objectives and will
write a paper explaining their
research and outlining their goals
instead of filling in a
questionnaire. (09/11/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Rubric
1. Completed self inventory of
interests, experience, expectations
and goals.
2. Creation of a degree target and
identify an audience for their work.
3. Organization of a body of work
that targets their chosen audience.
4. Presentation of their work in a
portfolio format on line.
Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 205B:History of Asian Art - China, Korea, and Japan
Course SLO
SLO #1 Analysis of Content - Students
will be able to analyze and explain
content through the historical,
geographical, and chronological
context of Chinese, Korean, and
Japanese art.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Quiz analyzing the
historical, geographical, and
chronological significance of an
object discussed previously in class.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 70% of the students
will score 80% or above on this SLO.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
An "Identification" quiz was given to 20 students asking
each student to discuss the significance of the artwork's
historical, geographical,, and chronological context. The
average score (out of a maximum of 5) was 3.9 points for
the historical context (most everyone understood the ritual
nature of the object), 4.6 points for the geographical
context (only one cultural region had been covered in class
before the assessment), and 3.9 points for the chronological
context (most everyone understood that the artistic
technique developed from another artistic tradition).
Overall, 13 students scored 90% or above, one student
scored 80-89%, one student scored 70-79%, while five
students scored below 50%.
(09/04/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Juliann
Wolfgram
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments: Expectations
were met, however the gap between
scores was so great, the students
either completely met the objective
or were completely lost in their
comprehension of the course. This
could indicate that the assessment
was too easy

null.courseAction: The
assessment may have been
administered too early during the
term. Administer the assessment
in the sixth week as a prep for the
mid term? (06/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 209:History of African Art
No data found for the selected criteria.
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ECC: ART 217:Life Drawing I
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Critiquing Figure Drawing Students will demonstrate a
fundamental ability to analyze and
critique the merits of a figure drawing
based on its, gesture, proportions,
artistic anatomy, and fundamental
drawing skills.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
asked to compare three drawings,
labeled 1,2 and 3 (see related
document) that were drawn in a
Life-Drawing class. Then, to answer
five multiple-choice questions. These
questions tested a student’s ability
to identify in each drawing specific
course related terminology and
concepts.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Question 1. Which artwork employs
the strongest gesture?
Question 2. Between 2 and 3, which
drawing is more proportional?
Question 3. Between 1 and 2, which
artwork has the most effective use
of boney landmarks?
Question 4. Between 1 and 3, which
artwork uses line to create form?
Question 5. Between 1 and 3, which
artwork uses value to create form?

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
answer each question correctly.
Related Documents:
Test Questions for Art 217.docx
Image 1.jpg
Image 2.JPG
Image 3.jpg

10/27/2015

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Enter text here.
Total sections assessed: 3. Total students assessed 42

null.courseAction: Discuss with
curriculum committee rep the
reinstatement of the Perspective
Drawing course. (05/02/2016)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
1. The data shows that the benchmark was met for
null.courseAction: Spend more
questions 1 and 5 however; the benchmarks for questions
time on critiquing student
2, 3, and 4 were not met. This difference between the two
drawings-with an emphasis on
groups of scores could be due to the interpretation by the
gesture, composition, proportion
student about the drawings and the questions asked. It also and anatomical structure.
indicates the inherent challenge to construct clear and
(02/14/2016)
precise questions for an assessment in the arts.
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
2.
The low scored questions #2(76%) and #4(81%) were null.courseAction: Develop a
closer to the benchmark of 85%. This is in contrast to
series of handouts that identify
question #3, which scored significantly lower at 62%.
specific anatomical landmarks,
and basic anatomical structure
3. Question #3 (see related document) is on the use of
(02/14/2016)
Artistic Anatomy and Boney Landmarks. It scored the lowest Action Category: Teaching
of all the questions at 62%. It also scored below the
Strategies
benchmark of 85% on the ART218 assessment. This points
null.courseAction: On Flex day
out the need to spend more time on artistic anatomy with
2015 discus with the department
demonstration, handouts and class critiques. Artistic
to need for an Open Life Drawing
anatomy and boney landmarks is one of the more complex
lab. (08/20/2015)
elements of life drawing and usually takes several
Action Category: Program/College
semesters for the student to begin to identify and apply it
Support
to their life drawings.
null.courseFollowUp: One option
is to use a work study student for
(05/29/2015)
the open studio. A job description
Faculty Assessment Leader:
must be created and sent to Luis
Harrison Storms
Mancia. He will advertise the job
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
and find an appropriate student
Randall Bloomberg
worker. There is funding for this
because it comes out of tutoring
services.
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions
If the open studio requires a
technician, funding would have to
be requested and require an
approval process.
The dean has recommended to
wait until the position for Lab
Technician in ART216 gets filled.
This person may be able to
supervise both areas, or oversee
the student worker.
(09/30/2015)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 218:Life Drawing II
Course SLO
SLO #2 Analyze and Critique Life
Drawings - Students will demonstrate
an intermediate ability to analyze and
critique the merits of a figure drawing
based on its, gesture, proportions,
artistic anatomy, and fundamental
drawing skills.

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
asked to look at three images of
drawings produced in a Life-Drawing
class, labeled 1, 2 and 3 (see related
documents), and answer a series of
multiple-choice questions. The
questions tested a student’s ability
to identify in each drawing coursespecific terminology and concepts.

Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Question 1. Which artwork employs
Input Date: 12/16/2013
the strongest gesture?
Question 2. Between 2 and 3, which
drawing is more proportional?
Question 3. Between 1 and 2, which
artwork has the most effective use
of boney landmarks?
Question 4. Between 1 and 3, which
artwork uses line to create form?
Question 5. Between 1 and 3, which
artwork uses value to create form?
Question 6. Which artwork has the
strongest use of foreshortening?

Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
answer each question correctly.
Related Documents:
Image 1.jpg
Image 2.JPG
Image 3.jpg
Test Questions for Art 218.docx

10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Total sections assessed: 3. Total students assessed 10

null.courseAction: Develop
Anatomy and Foreshortening
Handouts and
Demonstration/Lectures
(02/14/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
null.courseFollowUp: Anatomy
and Foreshortening Handouts,
Demonstrations and Lectures are
in the process of development. In
the mean time, one option is to
use a work study student for an
open studio.

1. The data shows that the students’ demonstrated a
strong ability to identify course specific terminology in four
of the six questions. Three questions were answered at
100%, the fourth at 90%. This success demonstrates the
importance and success of repeatability. It is anticipated
that with experience (second semester of Life Drawing) the
percentage of the correct choices will rise.
2.
The low scored question #6(60%) was on the topic of
foreshortening, and the student’s ability to identify its’
strong use in a drawing. Three of the ten students choose a
drawing that had some foreshortening in it. It is important
that both questions and answers to be clear.
3. The data from ART218 in comparison to the data from
ART217 clearly demonstrates that the students are gaining
in their ability to identify the traits of a good life drawing.
This finding supports the need for repeatable or Beginning,
Intermediate and Advanced level classes-practice is the key
criteria for skill-based courses.
(05/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader:
Harrison Storms
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Randall Bloomberg
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A job description must be created
and sent to Luis Mancia. He will
advertise the job and find an
appropriate student worker.
There is funding for this because it
comes out of tutoring services.
If the open studio requires a
technician, funding would have to
be requested and require an
approval process.
The dean has recommended to
wait until the position for Lab
Technician in ART216 gets filled.
This person may be able to
supervise both areas, or oversee
the student worker.
(09/30/2015)
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ECC: ART 219:Watercolor Painting I
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Color Principles - Upon
successful completion of this course,
students will be able to use basic
color principles such as hue, value,
temperature, intensity,
complementary, analogous, and splitcomplementary to represent the
effects of light, shade, space, and
atmosphere.

Portfolio - Review a portfolio of
watercolor paintings containing
color-mixing studies, special-effects
studies, and at least one finished
painting based on these studies.
Standard and Target for Success:
BASED ON RUBRIC: It is expected
that 85% of students will score 2 or
above on this SLO.

Related Documents:
Watercolor Painting I_GRADING
Course SLO Status: Active
RUBRIC_SP 2015.doc
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014Watercolor Painting I_ASSESSMENT
15 (Spring 2015)
DATA_SP 2015.doc
Input Date: 06/04/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
WATERCOLOR PAINTING I
ASSESSMENT DATA
SPRING 2015
TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN ASSESSMENT
13

null.courseAction: Offer Art 219
and Art 220 once per semester
instead of once per year.
(08/29/2015)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

GRADING SCALE: 4 points = Excellent 3 points = Good 2
points = Satisfactory 1 point = Unsatisfactory
0 point
= Failing
LIGHT AND SHADE (Point Average = 3.62)
Strong ability to create light and shade using basic color
principles [8/13 = 62.00%]
Moderate ability to create light and shade using basic color
principles [5/13 = 38%]
Minimal ability to create light and shade using basic color
principles [0/13 = 0%]
Slight ability to create light and shade using basic color
principles [0/13 = 0%]
Inability to create light and shade using basic color
principles [0/13 = 0%]
SPACE AND ATMOSPHERE (Point Average = 3.62)
Strong ability to create space and atmospheric effects using
basic color principles [8/13 = 62.00%]
Moderate ability to create space and atmospheric effects
using basic color principles [5/13 = 38%]

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Minimal ability to create space and atmospheric effects
using basic color principles [0/13 = 0%]
Slight ability to create space and atmospheric effects using
basic color principles [0/13 = 0%]
Inability to create space and atmospheric effects using
basic color principles [0/13 = 0%]
COLOR MIXING [Point Average = 3.62]
Strong ability to mix and apply appropriate colors using
basic color principles [8/13 = 62.00%]
Moderate ability to mix and apply appropriate colors using
basic color principles [5/13 = 38%]
Minimal ability to mix and apply appropriate colors using
basic color principles [0/13 = 0%]
Slight ability to mix and apply appropriate colors using
basic color principles [0/13 = 0%]
OVERALL POINT AVERAGE = 3.62
62.00% Scored 4 Points
38.00% Scored 3 Points
0.0% Scored 2 Points
0.0% Scored 1 Point
ANALYSIS OF ASSESSMENT DATA
The assessment data shows a high degree of student
success, however, through a combination of the elimination
of repeatability and the reduction offerings of Art 219 and
Art 220 to only once per year as part of budget reductions,
the enrollment has dropped dramatically. A student would
have to wait one year after taking Art 219 before they can
take Art 220. This eliminates continuity from Watercolor
Painting I to Watercolor Painting II and reduces student
incentive to enroll. Theses courses need to be restored to
their former offering of once per semester.
10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

(06/04/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Willie C.
Brownlee
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Willie C. Brownlee
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
Watercolor Painting I_GRADING RUBRIC_SP 2015.doc
Watercolor Painting I_ASSESSMENT DATA_SP 2015.doc

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 220 :Watercolor Painting II
Course SLO
SLO #2 Improvisational/Abstract
Context - Working from the general
to the specific, students will be able
to develop watercolor paintings
based on assigned themes that
describe and interpret geometric and
organic forms within an
improvisational/abstract context.

Assessment Method
Description

Portfolio - Review a portfolio of at
least six watercolor paintings
submitted by each student that
demonstrate the process of working
from the general to the specific
given assigned themes that describe
and interpret geometric and organic
forms within an
improvisational/abstract context.
Standard and Target for Success:
Course SLO Status: Active
85% of students will score 2 or
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014- above.
15 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
WATERCOLOR PAINTING II
ASSESSMENT DATA
SPRING 2015
TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN ASSESSMENT = 2

null.courseAction: Offer Art 219
and Art 220 each semester instead
of once per year. (08/29/2015)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

GRADING SCALE: 4 points = Excellent 3 points = Good 2
points = Satisfactory 1 point = Unsatisfactory
0 point
= Failing
GENERAL STRUCTURE TO SPECIFIC DETAIL [POINT AVERAGE
= 3.50]
Strong ability to develop watercolors from general structure
to specific details [1/2 = 50%]
Moderate ability to develop watercolors from general
structure to specific details [1/2 = 50%]
Minimal ability to develop watercolors from general
structure to specific details [0%]
Slight ability to develop watercolors from general structure
to specific details [0/0 = 0%]
Inability to develop watercolors from general structure to
specific details [0/0 = 0%]
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF THEMES [POINT
AVERAGE = 3.50]
Strong ability to research, interpret, and develop assigned
themes [1/2 = 50%]
Moderate ability to research, interpret, and develop

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

assigned themes [1/2 = 50%]
Minimal ability to research, interpret, and develop assigned
themes [0/0 = 0%]
Slight ability to research, interpret, and develop assigned
themes [0/0 = 0%]
Inability to research, interpret, and develop assigned
themes [0/0 = 0%]
IMPROVISATION AND ABSTRACTION OF FORM [POINT
AVERAGE = 3.50]
Strong ability to reconfigure organic and geometric forms
using improvisation and abstraction [1/2 = 50%]
Moderate ability to reconfigure organic and geometric
forms using improvisation and abstraction [1/2 = 50%]
Minimal ability to reconfigure organic and geometric forms
using improvisation and abstraction [0/0 = 0%]
Slight ability to reconfigure organic and geometric forms
using improvisation and abstraction [0/0 = 0%]
Inability to reconfigure organic and geometric forms using
improvisation and abstraction
[0/0 = 0%]
OVERALL POINT AVERAGE = 3.62
50.00% Scored 4 Points
50.00% Scored 3 Points
0.0% Scored 2 Points
0.0% Scored 1 Point
ANALYSIS OF ASSESSMENT DATA
Through a combination of the elimination of repeatability
and reducing the offering of Art 220 to only once per year
as part of budget reductions, the enrollment has dropped
10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

dramatically. A student would have to wait one year after
taking Art 219 before they can take Art 220. This eliminates
continuity from Watercolor Painting I to Watercolor
Painting II. Since two students are statistically insignificant
for serious analysis, I will not comment further.

(08/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Willie C.
Brownlee
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
WATERCOLOR PAINTING II_SLO ASSESSMENT
DATA_SP2015.doc

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 222 :Fundamentals of Painting I
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Paint Manipulation - Upon
successful completion of this course,
students will be able to demonstrate
paint manipulation techniques such
as dry-brush, blends and transitions,
texture and pattern, dry-brush, and
alla prima.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Portfolio - Review a portfolio of at
least six paintings submitted by each
student that demonstrate paint
manipulation techniques such as
dry-brush, blends and transitions,
texture and pattern, dry-brush, and
alla prima.
Standard and Target for Success:
85% OF STUDENTS WILL SCORE 2 OR
ABOVE.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Related Documents:
Fundamentals of Painting I
Assessment Data_Narrative_Fall
2014.docx
Fundamentals of Painting I Grading
Rubric_Total_Fall 2014.doc

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
ART 222 SPRING 2015 ASSESSMENT
ONE SECTION OF ART 222 ASSESSED
TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN ASSESSMENT 9

null.courseAction: Conduct an
anonymous student survey to
determine if prior preparation for
Art 222, hours worked outside
class, personal issues or a
combination of all of these are
contributing to lower
GRADING SCALE: 4 points = Excellent 3 points = Good 2
performance since 25% of
points = Satisfactory 1 point = Unsatisfactory 0 point =
students assessed only scored a 2
Failing
(minimal ability). Such results
would help focus the faculty’s
BLENDS AND TRANSITIONS [Average Points = 3.08]
efforts either on curricular
changes or better counseling of
Strong ability to create blends and transitions through paint our students in time management
application/manipulation (3/9 = 33%)
and/or additional focus on
students acquiring financial aid or
Moderate ability to create blends and transitions through
personal counseling.
paint application/ manipulation (4/9 = 44%)
(08/29/2015)
Minimal ability to create blends and transitions through
Action Category: Program/College
paint application/manipulation (2/9 = 22% )
Support
Slight ability to create blends and transitions through paint
application/manipulation (0/9 = 0%)
Inability to create blends and transitions through paint
application/manipulation (0/9 = 0%)
TEXTURE AND PATTERN [Average Point Score = 3.08]
Strong ability to create texture and pattern through paint
application/manipulation (3/9 = 33%)
Moderate ability to create texture and pattern through
paint application/manipulation (4/9 = 44%)
Minimal ability to create texture and pattern through paint
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

application/manipulation (2/9 = 22% )
Slight ability to create texture and pattern through paint
application/manipulation (0/9 = 0%)
Inability to create texture and pattern through paint
application/manipulation (0/9 = 0%)
DRY BRUSH [ Average Point Score = 3.08]
Strong ability to use dry brush to embellish the surface
effects of paintings (3/9 = 33%)
Moderate ability to use dry brush to embellish the surface
effects of paintings (4/9 = 44%)
Minimal ability to use dry brush to embellish the surface
effects of paintings (2/9 = 22% )
Slight ability to use dry brush to embellish the surface
effects of paintings (0/9 = 0%)
Inability to use dry brush to embellish the surface effects of
paintings (0/9 = 0%)

ALLA PRIMA (wet into wet) [Average Point Score = 3.08]
Strong ability to create a wide range of visual effects
utilizing wet into wet techniques (3/9 = 33%)
Moderate ability to create a wide range of visual effects
utilizing wet into wet techniques (4/9 = 44%)
Minimal ability to create a wide range of visual effects
utilizing wet into wet techniques (2/9 = 22% )
Slight ability to create a wide range of visual effects utilizing
wet into wet techniques (0/9 = 0%)

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Inability to create a wide range of visual effects utilizing
wet into wet techniques relationships (0/9 = 0%)
Overall, at least 99% of students assessed reached the
target goal of scoring 2.00 0r higher. This is a very positive
outcome, however, there are approximately 25% of
students scoring 2.00 or basically earning a C grade for the
course. This can become a problem for the student pursuing
a major in studio art since students must maintain a B
average in their major preparatory courses. There is a need
to determine if prior preparation for Art 222 or if other
factors such as hours worked outside class, personal issues
or a combination of all are contributing to lower
performance. An anonymous survey soliciting this
information might help the faculty understand what
dynamic is at work here and thereby focus our efforts either
on curricular changes or better counseling of our students
in time management and/or additional focus on students
acquiring financial aid or personal counseling.
(08/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Willie C.
Brownlee
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
Fundamentals of Painting I Grading Rubric_Total_Spring
2015.doc
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ECC: ART 223 :Fundamentals of Painting II
Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

SLO #2 Environmental Elements Upon successful completion of this
course, students will be able to invent
contextual and environmental
elements consistent with selected
themes and concepts.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 02/14/2015

Portfolio - Review a portfolio of
acrylic and/or oil paintings that
demonstrates the student's ability to
invent contextual and environmental
elements consistent with selected
themes and concepts.
Standard and Target for Success:
85% OF STUDENTS WILL SCORE 2 OR
ABOVE.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Fundamentals of Painting II
Spring 2015 Assessment Narrative

null.courseAction: Reinstate
repeatability for the visual and
performing arts. (08/29/2015)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

GRADING SCALE: 4 points = Excellent 3 points = Good 2
points = Satisfactory 1 point = Unsatisfactory 0 point =
Failing
SLO #2 Environmental Elements: Upon successful
completion of this course, students will be able to invent
contextual and environmental elements consistent with
selected themes and concepts.
Conceptual and Thematic Development
Strong ability to create color, background, imagery, and
overall context consistent with selected theme(s) [2/4 =
50%]

Moderate ability to create color, background, imagery, and
overall context consistent with selected theme(s) [1/4 =
25%]

Minimal ability to create color, background, imagery, and
overall context consistent with selected theme(s) [1/4 =
25%

Slight ability to create color, background, imagery, and
overall context consistent with selected theme(s) [0/4 = 0%]

10/27/2015
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Inability to color, background, imagery, and overall context
consistent with selected theme(s) [0/4 = 0%]
Analysis of Assessment Data
Art 223 is taught concurrently with Art 222 in adjoining
classrooms. Enrollment is significantly less than that of
Art 222 – Fundamentals of Painting I because it is a
higher skill level course. Mostly students self-select this
course and generally possess higher skill levels than the
average student. Fifty percent of students assessed
scored 4.00 and 25% scored 3.00.This is to be
expected from such a highly self-selected group. Also,
Art 223 is an elective and not a required course for the art
major as
is Art 222.
(08/29/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Willie C.
Brownlee
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
Related Documents:
Fundamentals of Painting II Grading Rubric_One
Section_SPRING 2015.doc
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ECC: ART 230:Two-Dimensional Design II
Course SLO
SLO #2 Analyze and Evaluate Students will be able to analyze and
evaluate, orally and in writing, twodimensional compositions utilizing
the vocabulary of the elements and
principles of design in the critique
process.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration Students complete a project for class
and are required to analyze and
evaluate their own work, write up a
prompt explaining their work
utilizing the vocabulary of the
elements and principles. They then
present their work to the class in an
oral critique.
Standard and Target for Success:
Standard and Target for Success:It is
expected that at least 75% of
students will show a minimum of
Satisfactory growth.
Rubric
1. Completed an assignment
designed to utilize the elements and
principles of composition.
2. Written analysis of how they
created the principles using the
elements.
3. Students write a self-evaluation
critiquing their own use of the
elements and principles..
4. Students present their work to the
class orally using the proper
vocabulary.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
communicating the content of their poster, their work was
rated a "4". If a student did a good job, their work was rated
a "3. If a student did a satisfactory job, their work was rated
a "2". Unsatisfactory or incomplete work was given a "1"
and poor work was given a "0".

null.courseAction: Students
engaged and understanding the
importance self critique is always
challenging. Presentation and
class discussion are used to
encourage the student to observe
elements and principles in the
work. (09/10/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

2 students were rated as excellent (40.0%), 2 student did a
good job (40.0%) , 1 student was rated as satisfactory (20%),
0 student was rated as unsatisfactory (.0%).
100% of class was rated as satisfactory or above. The class
average was a 3.2 rating
(09/10/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Andrea
Micallef
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Walter Cox
Reviewer's Comments:

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 231:Lettering and Typography II
Course SLO
SLO #2 Creative Typesetting Students will be able to develop a
personal typographic aesthetic based
on an understanding of creative
typesetting.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Working one-on-one with
student to develop and execute a
project which they define
completely in terms of product,
audience and media. Student will be
encouraged to understand and
explore their own style of
typographic design.
Standard and Target for Success: As
this is an advanced class, I expect
100% of students to exceed
satisfactory results.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Rubric: Excellent - exceeded expectations = 3; Satisfactory met basic expectations = 2; Unsatsifactory - did not meet
basic expectations. Only two students were in this section
of Art 231. One student worked very hard and exceeded
expectations in every way (rated as "3" - 50% of class). The
other student did not work very hard, and did not
communicate well, and only achieved satisfactory results
(rated as "2" - 50% of class). The average student rating was
2.5. (09/01/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Ron
Romain
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: I believe I could
have improved one student's
chance of success by more
actively communicating with
them. I believe they needed me to
push them harder to meet
deadlines and strive for better
work. In future semesters of this
class, I will emphasize good
communication to the students
and be more proactive in my
communication. (09/01/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
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ECC: ART 232:Advertising Design II
Course SLO
SLO #2 Demographics - Students will
be able to identify a target
demographic for a product or service.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students defined and
refined the demographic for an ad
campaign. During their final
presentation student defined their
targeted demographic. This portion
of the presentation was evaluated
the following rubric.
Rubric
5 Learned and mastered how to
define a demographic beyond what
has been presented
4 Has excellent understanding of
what can define a demographic and
how to apply it to advertising
3 Has good understanding of the
basics of what a demographic is
2 Has some idea of what a
demographic definition is
1 Has made little effort to learn
about how to define a demographic.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
May 12, 2015; During the final presentations of the Spring
2015 semester students were evaluated with rubric. The
class had a 81% success rate of scoring 3 or above.
(09/06/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Cheyrl
Dimson
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: In future
projects I intend to have students
narrow down their demographic
further and further define the
"type." With more discussion
about what how a demographic
can be categorized student will
fine it a better tool to inspire
original ideas. (09/10/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)
BASED ON RUBRIC: It is expected
that 85% of students will score 3 or
above on this SLO.

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 233:Graphic Design II
Course SLO
SLO #2 - Students will be able to
apply the creative problem-solving
process by combining methods to
create visually cohesive designs that
successfully communicate the
intended message.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 11/17/2014

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Project - Students will create a
poster design based on a single
event from a single year in history.
They will research their subject,
develop text and graphics that
communicate content and arrange it
in a visually pleasing, conceptually
strong final poster.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that at least 75% of
students will show a minimum of
Satisfactory growth.
Rubric
1. Completed comprehensive
research on their subject .
2. Write a short paragraph to be
used as copy for the poster.
3. Create suitable graphics to
accompany the text.
4. Arrange text and graphics in a
poster format that is visually
pleasing and communicates
meaning.

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
A simple rubric was used. If the student did an excellent job
communicating the content of their poster, their work was
rated a "4". If a student did a good job, their work was rated
a "3. If a student did a satisfactory job, their work was rated
a "2". Unsatisfactory or incomplete work was given a "1"
and poor work was given a "0".

null.courseAction: Keeping
students engaged and
understanding the importance of
composition, the design process
and communicating a clear
message is always challenging.
Social Media as well as text book,
lecture, internet resources and
class discussion are all used to
encourage the student to observe
10 students were rated as excellent (83.0%), 2 student did a and self critique their work for
good job (17.0%) , no students were rated as satisfactory
clarity and hierarchy in their work.
(.0%), no student was rated as unsatisfactory (.0%).
(09/11/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
100.% of class was rated as satisfactory or above. The class Strategies
average was a 3.83 rating. (09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Andrea
Micallef
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

Students’ received rating for each
criteria: Excellent (90%), Good (80%),
Satisfactory (70%), Poor (60%),
Unsatisfactory (50%)
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ECC: ART 253:Illustration II
No data found for the selected criteria.
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ECC: ART 262 :Intermediate Ceramics
Course SLO
SLO #1 Terminology and Processes Students will be able to understand
and explain basic terminology of
ceramic art and processes of creating
ceramic art.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students will take
a test that will assess their general
understanding of tools, processes,
and ceramic terminology. The test
consists of 10 short answer
questions each worth 10 points.
Students will be given 1 hour to
complete the test if needed. All
answers must show a reasonable
intermediate level understanding of
the material being tested.
Standard and Target for Success:
The test is a standard 100-point test
graded by percentage. Students are
assessed on a standard grade scale:
F, D, C, B, and A. The student must
provide a written response to each
question that demonstrates a clear
and reasonable understanding of the
material.
Target for Success is 80% or more
performing at the C level or higher.

10/27/2015

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Total Students Assessed: 13

null.courseAction: No action is
needed at this time. The high level
of success shows that the class is
accomplishing it's objectives. I will
watch for trends which might
suggest needed changes.
(06/13/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

A:
B:
C
D
F

11 students (84%)
1 students (8%)
1 students (8%)
0 students
0 students

100% of students achieved a score of C or higher on the test
Each student was given a study guide at the beginning of
the semester covering all the terms, techniques, and tools
listed that would be on the test. Throughout the semester
students were introduced to this information and given
time to use or incorporate these ideas into their work.
Students were encouraged to review the study guide
throughout the semester. Two weeks prior to the test we
went over the study guide in detail, giving students the
chance to ask questions and be certain of the information.
The nature of the course is such that this information is
covered and practiced each day in class. This allows for
greater mastery of the information. The high success of
students on the test demonstrates this.
(06/13/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Vince
Palacios
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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ECC: ART 275 :Jewelry Casting
Course SLO
SLO #2 Terminology - Students will be
able to define and explain
terminology, methods and materials,
appropriate to the jewelry casting.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Essay/Written Assignment - The
student was shown a lost wax cast
ring. After viewing the student was
then asked to describe in a written
document the methods, material
and proper sequence used to create
the object using the appropriate
terminology.
Standard and Target for Success:
Based on a Rubric it is expected that
at least 75% of the students will
score 3 or above

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
27 students or 67% scored 4 or outstanding on the Rubric, 9
students or 23% scored 3 or Good on the Rubric, 3 students
or 8% scored 2 or Needs improvement, 1 student or 3%
scored 1 or Poor. 90% of the students scored 3 or above on
the Rubric. This high percentage is due to the way the
course is structured with a number of repetitions of the lost
wax casting techniques. Student who scored Needs to
Improve or Poor had language difficulties which was shown
in a written document. However the students' project
showed understanding of the process. (09/11/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Irene
Mori
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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ECC: ART 283 :Bronze Casting
Course SLO
SLO #1 Terminology and Processes Students will be able to understand
and explain the terminology,
processes, and historical and
contemporary concepts related to
bronze casting at an intermediate
level.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

10/27/2015

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration The students fulfilled this "testing"
through a Skill Demonstration by
physically going through the entire
modeling, molding, and casting
process. The conclusion being
students worked in a teams of 4-6 to
actually pour bronze into casting
mold to create the bronze sculpture.
These teams needed to know the
terms and usages of all the
equipment and their purposes to
complete these tasks. They also
needed to have gain a high degree of
competency with these tools and
their functions to be able to use
them in a safe and successful
manner. Students spent time each
week over the course of the
semester learning and training,
before they participated in the
bronze pours.
Standard and Target for Success:
Safety is certainly the main focus, so
that only 100% level of safety can be
afforded during pours.
To insure this, The Professor and a
trained Assistant oversee all casting
activities.
As for the pouring of the Bronze
Work, and having every pour be
successful, in years past, success had
varied from between 70%-90%,
normally dependent on the level of
experience of the Students making
the artwork and molds, as well as
the experience of the Casting team.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The grading scale would be 1-4 with 4 being outstanding, 3
good, 2 OK, and 1 Poor
To my surprise, of the 28 students in the SLO, 22 received a
4, 70%
and the remaining 6 received a score of 3, 30%.
There were no failure to pours in this assessment.

null.courseAction: I will look at
strategies to simplify the range of
training in Bronze Casting,
understanding that students will
receive one semester of
instruction instead of repeated
semesters. (10/14/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Final Comments: I believe the combination of the single
semester limitation, and also doing the SLO assessment, led
me to be far more focused on breaking down the process
with the students. I also had simplified the difficulty of the
project, so that students were doing less diverse objects.
For these reasons, I believe the assessment had such a
higher success rate than I had expected. (09/30/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Russ
McMilin
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:
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Course SLO

Assessment Method
Description

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Both factors are involved in whether
a work pours successfully.
With the new restrictions limiting
students to taking Bronze Casting to
1 semester, I set the expectation for
success in the casting of projects at
the low end, 70%, for projects
scoring a 3 or 4.

10/27/2015
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ECC: ART 288 :Printmaking II - Etching, Relief, and Lithography
Course SLO
SLO #2 Analyze and Critique Students will demonstrate the ability
to analyze and critique at an
intermediate-level etching, relief, and
lithographic prints using coursespecific terminology.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015)
Input Date: 12/16/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration In an interactive critique format,
students will present prints and
demonstrate the ability to analyze
and critique them using course
specific terminology.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 75% of students will
demonstrate fair use of course
specific terms and be able to
complete in depth analysis of
artwork.

Assessment Data & Analysis

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
3 students total participated. 3 students received a
4/excellent (100%) (10/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader:
Katherine Sheehan
Faculty Contributing to Assessment:
Reviewer's Comments:

null.courseAction: Engaging
students in critique and selfanalysis can be challenging.
Exposure to outside artwork
through slides, readings, and field
trips are/can be used to
encourage to participate in an
expanded dialogue about artwork
(10/12/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Rubric:
Student demonstrated Excellent use
of course specific terms and in depth
analysis of artwork (4)
Student demonstrated Good use of
course specific terms and in depth
analysis of artwork (3)
Student demonstrated Fair use of
course specific terms and in depth
analysis of artwork (2)
Student demonstrated Poor use of
course specific terms and in depth
analysis of artwork (1)
Student was unable to demonstrate
use of course specific terms and in
depth analysis of artwork (0)

10/27/2015
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