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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
Programming Lab Assignment
Fall, 2015
Students were asked to design and implement a priority queue using a heap data structure in one of their labs. Almost 82% were able to achieve all the requested goals within the specified time frame. 14% of the students were one session late. Only one student who later dropped the class did not finish.
The results were satisfactory and no changes are being considered for the assessment at this time.
SLO #2
Midterm exam.
Fall, 2015
Students were given a variety of questions to evaluate the running times of different algorithms.  Of the 26 students that took the exam all but two demonstrated an understanding of the concept of efficiency of an algorithm. 
This is an import concept in Computer Science that every student needs to understand. We suggest an extra assignment to help the students gain mastery of the topic. 
SLO #3
Six programming assignments.
Spring, 2015
The class started with 30 students. Two of the students eventually dropped the class. 25 (89%) of the remaining students were able to achieve an acceptable cumulative score of 80 or higher out of 100 points possible.
The assigned programs covered areas of object-oriented programming such as inheritance and polymorphism, exception handling, recursion, sorting and searching, generics, and collections. Many of the students did a very good job this semester on some conceptually difficult programming assignments. Nevertheless, there were some students who would benefit from more time working on this material directly with the instructor.
SLO #4
Programming Assignments
Spring 2015
Eighty-two percent or 23 of the 28 students enrolled in the class achieved a score of 75% or better for four programs worth a total of 50 points.
The programs included linked lists, stacks, queues, and binary trees. Since students get to work on these programs at home as well as in our lab, a passing score is slightly higher than the usual 70%. Three of the five students who did not receive a passing grade on this objective were very close to a passing score. These results are in line with our previous offerings of this course, especially since data structures are introduced in the course after we have covered some advanced programming methodologies. Thus, no changes are recommended at this time.
SLO #5
Final Exam
Spring, 2016
Eighty-four percent or 27 out of 32 students scored 70% or better on a final exam that included the following data structures: linked lists, stacks, queues, priority queues, binary trees, and graphs.
These results seem to me to be very good.
SLO #6
Midterm exam.
Fall, 2015
Students were tested on the advanced sorting algorithms such as Bucket Sort, Counting Sort, Radix Sort, and Quick Sort. 89% of the of the 26 students were able to perform their running time analyses successfully.
These results appear to be satisfactory. We have no changes to recommend at this time.
SLO #7
SLO #8
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