
El Camino: Course SLOs (HUM) - ESL

Spring/Summer 2017
Assessment: Course Four Column

ECC: ESL 51C:Advanced Listening, Speaking and Pronunciation

Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #1 - Students will plan and
deliver an 8-10 minute, well-
organized speech on an advanced-
level topic.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-
15 (Fall 2014), 2015-16 (Fall 2015),
2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Fall
2017), 2018-19 (Fall 2018), 2019-20
(Fall 2019), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments:: Per Rhea Lewitzki's
5.16.2017 e-mail, moving Fall 2016
assessment to Spring 2017.

Standard and Target for Success: At
least 70% Acceptable. A grade of
70% on higher on the presentation is
considered "acceptable."
Presentations that are much shorter
than 8 minutes, or that are seriously
disorganized or otherwise
incoherent will not be acceptable.
Topics should be approved in
advance by the instructor and should
require some personal and/or
internet research.

% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Holt- Molina
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Jennifer Holt-Molina

Action: Students were successful
because I provided a model in
class for them.  Also, I
demonstrated how to research
their topics before they began
researching.  However, I learned
during the midterm speech that
some of my students needed
further scaffolding on some of the
more basic ideas such as outline
and summarizing. One student
had not written an outline or
summary before. I recommend in
the future providing outlines and
direct instruction on how to use
information from outside sources
in a presentation.

(10/02/2017)
Action Category: Teaching

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
I provided students with a model in class for them.  I
performed the speech and then posted my recorded speech
to the class website, Etudes, so that students could see the
modeled expectations.  Also, I demonstrated how to
research their topics before they began researching.  All of
the 23 students who presented passed with a 70% or
better.  Having students record their speeches and then
peer review the speeches online before presenting the
speech in class, may have contributed to their success.

The average pass rate for this SLO was 100%

(10/02/2017)

Additional Information:

Presentation/Skill Demonstration -
Presentation must be at least 7
minutes long and no longer than 15
minutes. Students must prepare a
visual such as a Powerpoint, and
present their speech to the class. At
the end of the presentation, they
must answer pertinent questions
from their classmates and/or
instructor.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Strategies

SLO #2 - Students will use relatively
correct phonemes, stress, intonation,
and paralinguistic and nonverbal
features.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-
15 (Fall 2014), 2015-16 (Fall 2015),
2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Fall
2017), 2018-19 (Fall 2018), 2019-20
(Fall 2019), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments:: Per Rhea Lewitzki's
5.16.2017 e-mail, moving Fall 2016
assessment to Spring 2017.

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students assessed will be
found Acceptable. 70% or more of
assigned points for pronunciation
and non-verbal features is the
standard for Acceptable.

% of Success for this SLO: 95.6
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Holt- Molina
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Jennifer Holt-Molina

Action: I highly suggest using a
textbook that contains more direct
instruction on pronunciation,
rhythm, and prosody.  Or the
instructors will need to provide
handouts that address the ares of
difficulty in pronunciation for
students.   (10/02/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Of the 23 students evaluated, students were successful
because I provided direct instruction on pronunciation of
many troublesome phonemes.  I provided diagrams,
handouts, skits, and played games to aid in practicing the
phonemes.  However, some students, especially the one
who failed to meet the SLO, struggled,  with /l/ and /r/ need
more phoneme specific practice, which I we needed more
time for in class.  Also, I needed to spend more time
working on stress and intonation. Many of my students
struggled with prosody, and we needed more practice with
chants, rhythmic poems, and other activities to aid in
learning stress and intonation.

(10/02/2017)
Additional Information:

Presentation/Skill Demonstration -
This will be assessed as one aspect of
the 8-10 minute presentation
referenced in SLO#1. Students will
be assessed based on overall
comprehensibility of their speech, as
well as any key terms that occur in
the speech. Non-verbal aspects to be
assessed include speaking volume,
eye contact, speaking from notes
without reading, and avoiding
distracting mannerisms.

SLO #3 - Students will select and
retain salient information from
advanced-level sources.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-
15 (Fall 2014), 2015-16 (Fall 2015),
2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Fall
2017), 2018-19 (Fall 2018), 2019-20
(Fall 2019), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments:: Per Rhea Lewitzki's
5.16.2017 e-mail, moving Fall 2016
assessment to Spring 2017.

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students assessed will be
found to be Acceptable. Acceptable
is 70% or higher on a test of listening
comprehension.

Action: I suggest using cloze
activities that are more familiar
and interesting topics.  The novel
material made many of the
listening activities stressful for
students, instead of interesting
and fun, as it should be.  In the
future I suggest a text that
discusses current events and
topics as opposed to a focus on
American history. (10/02/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Most of the 23 students in the class were successful
because I provided study-guides from the textbook and
review the questions before the test.  Also, I put all of the
lectures and slides from the American Ways textbook on
Etudes website so the students could access them at
anytime.  However,the textbook was foreign to the
students.  Much of the information was new and the novel
information decreased student retention of information
The cloze activities contained too many words and ideas
that required a very specific knowledge set and context.
Most of the students were unfamiliar with the history cited

Exam/Test/Quiz - The SLO was
assessed by preparing a 20-item
cloze-type test based on a 4-5
minute news report from VOA News
which was played in-class. Students
listened once for overall
comprehension, once to fill in the
blanks, and a third time to check
their answers.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

% of Success for this SLO: 91.3
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Holt- Molina
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Jennifer Holt-Molina

in the text, so using American Ways text was difficult for
students.  I spent a great deal of time explaining historical
information and background, leaving less time for phoneme
and stress/intonation practice.  Before teaching the class
again, I would reevaluate using this textbook.

(10/02/2017)

Additional Information: This type of
assessment is easy to prepare and to
score, and it is very helpful in
determining students' accuracy and
comprehension. It does not precisely
evaluate students' ability to "retain
salient information," but you cannot
retain information unless you first
apprehend it. Perhaps the SLO
descriptor should be changed to
match the assessment. It is very
enlightening to see where students
have the most difficulty in their
listening comprehension. I have
found that a knowledge of
vocabulary is crucial for students to
"hear" the words, so care must be
taken in selecting words to omit
(test for.)  A more detailed testing
method would be to use cloze-type
activities for the first half and to
have the second half of the report
be listened to without a written
script, and to have comprehension
questions based on it.

SLO #4 - Students will formulate
questions and respond appropriately
in academic and other advanced-level
situations.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-
15 (Fall 2014), 2015-16 (Fall 2015),
2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Fall
2017), 2018-19 (Fall 2018), 2019-20
(Fall 2019), 2020-21 (Fall 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments:: Per Rhea Lewitzki's
5.16.2017 e-mail, moving Fall 2016

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of the students will receive a
score of 70% of assigned points or

Action: Teachers must design
lessons and employ strategies to
include all the students in class.
Teachers must respect cultural
differences in classroom dynamics,
but by designing assessments and
lessons that require more students
to comment to the academic
instruction, more reluctant
students will participate in
discussions.  (10/02/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
All students were successful in responding to academic
questions and situations because I provided many
opportunities for practice.  We watched Ted Talks, new
videos, NPR audio, and more to aid in providing a variety of
situation for discussion and reflection.  One area that was
not as successful was incorporating all students.  Many
students were quieter and less vociferous because of
different cultural expectation of a classroom setting.  I
needed to include those students by providing more
support for those students in the form of models and
structured question/responses.  I need to provided more

Presentation/Skill Demonstration -
At the end of their 8-10 minute
presentation, students were
required to respond to questions
and comments from their classmates
and/or instructor about the
information they had presented.
Their ability to respond
spontaneously and meaningfully was
part of the rubric for the
presentation.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

assessment to Spring 2017. higher (7/10).

% of Success for this SLO: 100
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jennifer Holt- Molina
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Jennifer Holt-Molina

specific discussion questions and follow-up discussion
questions for those students to encourage more
participation.

(10/02/2017)

Additional Information: Part of the
SLO relates to students' ability to ask
as well as answer pertinent
questions, and students do ask
questions at the end of
presentations, but I did not find a
way to quantify or evaluate students
on the questions they asked, so my
evaluation is based on each
student's ability to respond to
questions they were asked.
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ECC: ESL 52B:Intermediate Reading and Vocabulary Building

Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #5 - Given a high intermediate
text, students will analyze themes
and plots, describe settings and
examine characters.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2015-
16 (Spring 2016), 2016-17 (Spring
2017), 2017-18 (Fall 2017), 2018-19
(Fall 2018), 2019-20 (Fall 2019), 2020-
21 (Fall 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments:: Per Kevin Degnan's
03.09.2017 e-mail (and Russel Serr's
03.13.2017 e-mail), SLOs 1 - 4 will be
assess in Fall semesters and SLO 5
will be assessed in Spring semesters.

Standard and Target for Success:
The standard was 70%
"acceptability" for the students'
responses.

% of Success for this SLO: 79
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jenny Simon
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Debra Mochidome,
Rebecca Loya, Marilyn Briggs

Action: Students should be
advised (perhaps in the form of a
recommended preparation on the
course outline) that writing is
required in the course and that
they should be at least entering
53B upon taking this course.
(10/06/2017)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
Action: This SLO should be
assessed along with all the other
SLOs for the course.
(10/06/2017)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
79% of the 96 students assessed were successful. Faculty
indicated that the less successful students plagiarized or
procrastinated on the assignment, or their writing level was
simply not up to the task (e.g. the students that were in 53A
were less successful than those in 53B or 53C).
(10/06/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - As part
of a multiple-section assessment,
students were asked to write
paragraph-length responses to
questions requiring them to describe
the setting and to analyze the plot,
themes, and characters in a short
story.
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ECC: ESL 53A:Elementary Writing and Grammar

Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #1 - Students will write a
summary of a low-intermediate text
in their own words, including the title
and source of the text and key points.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70% success

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Rebecca Loya and Evelyn
Uyemura
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Rebecca Loya and
Evelyn Uyemura

Action: In order for students to
continue doing well on SLO1,
instructors should continue to give
students summary writing
practices, at least three, before
the actual SLO assessment. Giving
students short, 1 - 2 paragraph
reading assignments, both fiction
and non-fiction, and having them
practice writing summaries about
them seems to be effective. Since
ESL students tend to copy from
original text if it is in front of them,
having them put away the reading
they are summarizing is essential
to them writing genuine
summaries. Some instructors
allow students to use their cell
phones while writing because
students have access to
dictionaries and translators online;
however, in this kind of
assessment, cell phones should
never be allowed. If students have
access to the Internet, they may
also have access to websites that
may contain summaries of the
readings. In addition, it is
important that the class reads the
text together and discusses it
thoroughly. Students will
understand the reading and they
will feel comfortable enough to
write a summary using their own
words.  (06/22/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This data was collected from Rebecca Loya's ESL 53A class
section 6658 which consisted of 27 students and Evelyn
Uyemura's ESL 53A class section 6656 which consisted of 31
students. The standard for SLO1 was met: Total Acceptable
= 50, Total Unacceptable = 8, Total Evaluated = 58, Average
Passing Success Rate = 86.21%.

The vast majority of students were successful in SLO1,
except for a few who despite careful and multiple
explanations of the assignment, simply didn't include the
summary. In Professor Uyemura's class, there were a total
of 6 summaries prior to this assignment, with many
examples shown in class. 93% of Professor Loya's class
wrote a satisfactory summary of the ficitional folktale they
read in class ("The Wooden Chest"). This was the third time
the class was writing a summary, so they had a good
understanding of what was required. A few students forgot
to use the literary present verb tense in the summary, and
some students began with the present and then switched to
the past towards the end. Almost all students understood
that the title and source need to be in the first sentence;
however,  what they considered to be the main idea still
needed improvement. Many of them referred to the
characters as the main idea although there were others
who wrote a very good main-idea sentence.

 (09/11/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment -
Students will write a summary and
response to a reading previously
read and discussed in class.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Follow-Up: As suggested in
previous Follow-Up statements,
instructors assigned additional
summary-response assignments
prior to the SLO assessment. As
the data indicates, it is essential
to provide students with plenty of
practice before having them take
the real SLO assessment.
(06/22/2018)

SLO #2 - Students will write an
effective response to a low-
intermediate text, consisting of a
personal narrative, opinion, or
analysis.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70% success

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Rebecca Loya and Evelyn
Uyemura
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Rebecca Loya and
Evelyn Uyemura

Action: An important action that
was implemented was to have
students practice the summary
and response assignment multiple
times before the assessment. By
doing this, students have the
chance to get feedback and learn
to improve what they may not
have understood the first time.
This also gives instructors the
opportunity to bring in samples of
summary-response assignments
that previous students have done.
Samples of both good and bad
writing can be analyzed and
discussed.  (06/22/2018)

Follow-Up:  Two points of
discussion for future assessments
might be whether the reading for
the summary-response should be
fiction, non-fiction, or either, and,
whether students should be able
to see the reading while writing.
(06/22/2018)

Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This data was collected from Rebecca Loya's ESL 53A class
section 6658 which consisted of 27 students and Evelyn
Uyemura's ESL 53A class section 6656 which consisted of 31
students. The standard for SLO2 was met: Total Acceptable
= 51, Total Unacceptable = 7, Total Evaluated = 58, Average
Passing Success Rate = 87.93%.

In Professor Uyemura's class, most students were successful
in SLO 2 because the topics were high-interest and relevant,
and they easily understood how to connect their own
experiences to the articles.

In Professor Loya's class, 85% of the students  wrote a
response to the story satisfactorily. Almost all of the
students wrote some kind of response, but some of their
responses were not long enough. Unlike the summary,
which was practiced a couple of times before the
assessment, the response was only practiced once before.
Therefore, students did write their opinion, but few
extended their ideas into an example story.  (06/16/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment -
Students will write a summary and
response to a reading previously
read and discussed in class.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #3 - Students will correctly use
basic transition words, basic verb
tenses, basic sentence structure, and
paragraph format.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70%

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Rebecca Loya and Evelyn
Uyemura
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Rebecca Loya and
Evelyn Uyemura

Action: Most students were
successful because sentence
structure, basic grammar,
punctuation, and basic paragraph
formatting were emphasized
throughout the semester. Among
students who didn't do well on
SLO3, verbs were the main
problem with run-on sentences
coming in second. Generally
speaking, verb tenses in English
always pose a challenge for ESL
students, and with practice and
time, this skill should improve.
Also, punctuation should improve
as students progress to higher-
level writing classes. This
assessment was given as a timed,
in-class writing assignment, so
there is a possibility that students
hurried to turn in their
compositions without checking
their verbs and punctuation
carefully. Following the
writing process over the course of
the semester provided students
with guidelines on how to go
about writing an -in-class essay;
these steps include jotting down a
quick brainstorming chart, writing
a simple outline, writing the
composition, and reading it again,
carefully, to check for mistakes.

 (06/22/2018)

Follow-Up: The instructors did
not discuss the point of whether
or not students should be allowed
to have the reading in front of

Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This data was collected from Rebecca Loya's ESL 53A class
section 6658 which consisted of 27 students and Evelyn
Uyemura's ESL 53A class section 6656 which consisted of 31
students. The standard for SLO3 was met: Total Acceptable
= 48, Total Unacceptable = 10, Total Evaluated = 58,
Average Passing Success Rate = 82.76%.  (09/13/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment -
Students will write a summary and
response to a reading previously
read and discussed in class.
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

them while they are writing or
not. For the next semester,
instructors should determine
which way would be most
effective.  (06/22/2018)
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ECC: ESL 53B:Intermediate Writing and Grammar

Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #1 - Students will demonstrate
basic organizing elements such as a
thesis, topic sentences, and
transitions.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 05/15/2015

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70%

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Carr/Llado
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Atoofi, Carr, Davis,
Llado, Nozaki

Action: We will continue to
exchange successful teaching
strategies. (09/13/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Out of the 119 students assessed for this SLO, we had a 99%
success rate. In other words, only one student was unable
to meet the SLO. Many of the instructor comments point
out that the rate of success was due to the teaching and
practice of these specific slo elements repeatedly
throughout the semester. Most instructors required 6-8
essays. Repetition of the skills is crucial to student success.
Instructors also indicate that they taught each of these
essay components individually, where students could focus
writing homework and in-class work on one specific
element. (09/13/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - Write
an essay with thesis, topic sentence,
and transitions.

SLO #2 - Students will use textual
evidence from a high-intermediate
level text.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70%

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Carr/ Llado
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Atoofi, Carr, Davis,
Llado, Nozaki

Action: Continue to share ideas
and materials for use as outside
sources. (09/13/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Out the 116 students assessed for this SLO, 104 were
successful. This is an 89.6 % success rate. Instructors
attributed this success to more time teaching how to
incorporate outside evidence. This high success rate may be
due to an increased emphasis in the course on including
more challenging source material as a basis for the essays
we write. Also, more instructors are introducing the idea of
MLA formatted quotes and paraphrases earlier in the
semester. (09/13/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - Write
an essay using a personal narrative,
opinion, or analysis.

SLO #3 - Students will use proper
formatting and basic documentation

Action: Send e-mail asking
colleagues to look through SP 17

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)

Essay/Written Assignment - Write
an essay using proper MLA
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Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

of sources.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70%

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Carr/Llado
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Atoofi, Carr, Davis,
Llado, Nozaki

assessments and see if there is a
pattern in errors in citation. Then,
share any information gleaned
from this at our next ESL prep day.
(12/20/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Standard Met? : Standard Met
94 out of 114 students assessed on this SLO were
successful. While this is a slight drop (82%) compared to
SLOS 1and 2, this is an improvement from the previous
spring where only 67% of students met this SLO
successfully. Jenny Simon and Rebecca Loya gave a Brown
Bag on formatting and source documentation. This
information likely led to the improvement of individual
teaching strategies, which in turn led to more student
success. (09/13/2017)

Additional Information:

documentation.

SLO #4 - Students will demonstrate
correct  grammar and sentence
structure at the high-intermediate
level.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70%

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Carr/ Llado
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Atoofi, Carr, Davis,
Llado, Nozaki

Action: Look through essays from
Spring 2017 that did not meet SLO
#4 and determine the most
common errors. (12/15/2017)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
98 students out of the 119 assessed for this SLO were
considered to have met the SLO. Our target for success is
70%, and our percentage of meeting the SLO is 82%. While
this is our lowest success rate our of the four SLOs, it is still
a strong success rate.  Instructors believe specific directed
teaching towards various aspects of grammar contributed
to this success. (09/14/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - Write
an essay  using proper grammar and
sentence structure.
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ECC: ESL 53C:Advanced Essay Writing and Grammar

Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

SLO #1 - Students will demonstrate
organizing elements such as a thesis,
topic sentences, and transitions.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students write essays that
meet the minimum standards of this
SLO.

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jenny Simon
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Allison Carr, Greta
Hendricks, Grace Shibata, Eric Takamine

Action: Given the very high
success rate for this SLO, the
department should continue to
ensure consistency by meeting
with both adjuncts and full-timers
every semester.  (09/11/2017)
Action Category:
Program/College Support

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Out of the 122 students assessed, 115 rated as acceptable
on SLO 1 for a 95% pass rate. 7 students rated as
unacceptable on this SLO. Two sections reported that all
students passed this SLO. The instructors mentioned that
their teaching, feedback, and rubrics all focussed on skills
associated with this SLO.   (09/11/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - College-
Level Academic Essay

SLO #2 - Students will use basic
research skills and textual evidence
from an advanced-level text.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students write essays that
meet the minimum standards of this
SLO.

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jenny Simon
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Allison Carr, Greta
Hendricks, Grace Shibata, Eric Takamine

Action: Given the very high
success rate for this SLO, the
department should continue to
ensure consistency by meeting
with both adjuncts and full-timers
every semester.  (09/11/2017)
Action Category:
Program/College Support

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Out of the 122 students assessed, 110 rated as acceptable
on SLO 1 for a pass rate of 90%. 12 students rated as
unacceptable on this SLO.  Instructors reported focussing
their teaching on using evidence and citing their evidence in
multiple essays during the semester.  This resulted in strong
outcomes for students. (09/11/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - College-
Level Academic Essay

SLO #3 - Students will use proper
formatting and MLA documentation.

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students write essays that
meet the minimum standards of this
SLO.

Action: Given the very high
success rate for this SLO, the
department should continue to
ensure consistency by meeting
with both adjuncts and full-timers
every semester.  (09/11/2017)
Action Category:
Program/College Support

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Out of the 122 students assessed, 110 rated as acceptable
on SLO 3 for a 90% success rate. 12 students rated as
unacceptable on this SLO. Along with including textual
evidence, instructors also focussed on MLA citation format
at the same time.  The results reflect a 5% increase since
the last assessment and a 15% increase since the
assessment taking place two years ago (Spring 2015).

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - College-
Level Academic Essay

01/15/2019 Page 12 of 13Generated by Nuventive Improve



Course SLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Inactive Date:
Comments:: % of Success for this SLO:

Faculty Assessment Leader: Jenny Simon
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Allison Carr, Greta
Hendricks, Grace Shibata, Eric Takamine

(09/11/2017)

SLO #4 - Students will demonstrate
correct grammar and sentence
structure.

Inactive Date:

Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 2013-
14 (Spring 2014), 2014-15 (Spring
2015), 2015-16 (Spring 2016), 2016-
17 (Spring 2017), 2017-18 (Spring
2018), 2018-19 (Spring 2019), 2019-
20 (Spring 2020)

Course SLO Status: Active

Input Date: 12/10/2013

Comments::

Standard and Target for Success:
70% of students write essays that
meet the minimum standards of this
SLO.

% of Success for this SLO:
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jenny Simon
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Allison Carr, Greta
Hendricks, Grace Shibata, Eric Takamine

Action: Given the very high
success rate for this SLO, the
department should continue to
ensure consistency by meeting
with both adjuncts and full-timers
every semester.  (09/11/2017)
Action Category:
Program/College Support

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
85% of students assessed met the minimum standard for
SLO 4 (104 out of 122 students).  Grammar and sentence
structure are ongoing challenges for ESL students. These
results have been consistent for the past three assessment
cycles. Use of the Writing Center grammar workshops for
students with repeat errors,in-class use of error logs
throughout the semester, and repeated instruction in how
to fix the errors all contributed to the success rate.
(09/11/2017)

Additional Information:

Essay/Written Assignment - College-
Level Academic Essay
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