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Instructions to complete the EVC Course Level SLO Assessment Matrix 
Course: 
Each course offered should have one of these forms completed. If there are multiple sections of the same course, please collaborate with colleagues to identify the same assessment tool and complete one form for the course (representing all of the sections). For example, if 5 sections are offered of ACCTG 020, identify an assessment tool to utilize in all sections or sub-set of sections and complete one form summarizing the results. 
Student Learning Outcomes: 
Please type all the student learning outcomes that are on the ACCC Course Outline. If there are greater than 5 outcomes, fill out additional pages as needed. Not all the SLOs have to be assessed at one time; however, they need to be placed on an assessment timeline so that they will be assessed at least within a 6-year cycle for academic courses and 2-years for Career Technical Education Courses (based on program review requirements). If you currently have an assessment tool that measures all SLOs, it may also be utilized. 
Assessment Tool: 
Please list the assessment tool that will be used to measure a specific SLO or multiple SLOs. Be as specific as possible, i.e. Laboratory assignment vs. assignment. When possible, please attach a sample of the assignment or grading rubric. This should be a blank sample, not including any student information. 
It is necessary to only identify the assessment tool for the SLO that is currently being assessed. However, if other assessments are already identified and will be used to measure an SLO at an alternate time, it may also be listed. 
Evaluation Timeline: 
Please indicate when the SLO will be assessed. This indication needs to be noted for the current SLO(s) being assessed as well as when the remaining SLOs will be assessed. At a minimum, all SLOs need to be assessed within a 6-year cycle for academic courses and a 2-year cycle for Career Technical Education courses (based on program review requirements). 
Assessment Results: 
Please summarize the data they has been collected, including how the data was collected and the number or students reviewed. If the course has many sections, it may be determined to randomly select student work to review. Indicate themes noted in success of the SLO and identify any areas to improve learning. 
Analysis/Action Plan and Timeline: 
As a result of the data analysis, indicate changes to be made to instruction and/or the SLO. Identify when the changes will be made. 
Upon completion of the Course SLO Assessment Matrix, use the email link at the bottom of the document to send a copy to the SLO Coordinator. In the email, please `cc your division dean, any other faculty teaching the course and yourself. You can also print and save the document for your records.
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Course Level SLO and Assessment Matrix
Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) 
As listed on EVC ACCC Course Outline 
"On completion of this course, the student will…"          
Assessment Tool 
List the tools to assess each SLO (such as rubrics, projects, assignment, survey, etc.)          
Evaluation 
Timeline 
When will the SLO be assessed?          
Assessment Results 
Summarize collected data including how data were collected and number of students.          
Analysis/Action Plan and Timeline 
What, if any, changes will be made  to instruction, or the SLO and when?
  * Modified from Bakersfield College;  Approved by SLO Sub-committee 3/9/12
SLO #1
Objective test and basic computer programming assignments.
Fall, 2015.
Fifteen multiple-choice questions and a computer program were designed for the first exam of the term to assess this SLO. Forty-eight out of the sixty-six students (72 percent) received a passing grade of 70 percent or higher.
The results were satisfactory and no changes are being considered for the assessment tools.
SLO #2
Four elementary programming assignments. 
Fall, 2015
The assignments were designed to address sequencing, decision, and looping structures, together with a simple program that employed a method (function). 54 of the 66 students (81 percent) assessed had a passing score of 70% or better. 
These results seem satisfactory, although, interestingly, I observed that slightly less than 80% of the students who begin this class, successfully complete it. Since this particular objective addresses the most basic part of computer programming, it behooves us put more focus on improving its measurement in future offerings of this course.
SLO #3
Multiple-choice questions and a computer program on the second exam.
Spring, 2015
Forty-five students took this exam, and thirty-three (73%) of the students scored 70% or better on this exam. 
By and large, the students did well with the program, but a larger percentage had difficulty with the multiple-choice portion of the exam. A more thorough analysis revealed there were some questions on the exam that were missed by a majority of students because they did not understand what was being asked, i.e., the question was poorly written or the student was ESL. We have made what we believe are the necessary revisions for future measurement of this objective.
SLO #4
Five computer programming assignments covering arrays, strings, and object-oriented applications.
Spring 2015
These were advanced programs worth a total of 100 points. They addressed, roughly, the last third of the course. Thirty-eight of the forty-five remaining students (82%) achieved a passing score of 75 or higher.
The passing threshold is little higher because the programs were not on a test. These results are in line with past offerings of this course. We must remember that most of these students have already 
SLO #5
Two questions and a programming problem given on the first exam of the term.
Fall, 2015
Sixty-six students took the exam. Fifty-four (81%) of the students were able to score 70% or higher on this part of the exam. However, only 37 out of 66 students (56%) of the students answered the questions about sequential file processing correctly. 
The latter score was a bit of a surprise, and not in line with the much better past results. We will be monitoring this topic more closely the next time we assess this SLO in the Fall 2016.
SLO #6
A capstone final programming project.
Fall, 2014
Thirty-nine of the forty-seven students (83%) achieved a passing grade of 70% or higher.
Actually most of the students did much better than 70% (closer to 100%). The problem had students design three classes, a base class named Employee, a subclass of Employee name ProductionWorker, and a subclass of ProductionWorker name TeamLeader. The assignment addressed some of the elements of object-oriented programming such as abstraction, encapsulation and inheritance. The students’ very good performance on the project suggests that we should devise a final project that goes a little further, and include polymorphism, modularity, interfaces, and code reusability. We will be revising the project for the very next offering of this course, and will reassess it in the Spring of 2016.
SLO #7
Multiple-choice exam
fall, 2015
Fifty-one of the sixty-six students (77%) who took the exam scored 70% or better on the part of the exam that covered this objective.
These results are in line with past exams and are acceptable, therefore, no actions are being considered at this time.
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