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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
Exams/Quizzes with embedded questions.
Spring 2012andFall 2016andFall 2017
Spring 2012:95% of the students scored higher than 70% on this SLO. In fact the average score on this SLO was 90%.Fall 2016:Embedded questions on the exam/quizzes were used to assess this SLO.93% of the students scored higher than 70% on this SLO. In fact the average score on this SLO was 89%.Fall 2017:98% of the students scored B or A level. 2% of the students scored at C level.
Spring 2012:No change is planned for this SLO. The success rate was well above the passing threshold which was set at 70%.Fall 2016:The second round of assessment shows 93% of the students who were able to demonstrate their competency of this subject. The 7% failure rate could be improved by additional application problems and discussions. This will incorporated in the future.Fall 2017:100% success rate for this SLO. This topic includes a step-by-step procedure so students are able to follow the process. 
SLO #2
Exams/Quizzes with embedded questions.
Spring 2013andFall 2016andFall 2017
Spring 2013:85% of students scored higher than 70% on this SLO. It was noticed that the actual difficulty was due to complexity of the sources present in the problem.Fall 2016:The assessment was done through embedded questions in the exams/quizzes.90% of students scored higher than 70% on this SLO. The remaining 10% had failed competency on this subject.Fall 2017:The topic was successfully tested. Scores are 80% at A level, 10% at B level, about 6% at C level. There was about 4% failure.
Spring 2013:No change to the SLO is planned. The concept itself was mastered but this SLO will be assessed using two separate problems, i.e. one for the superposition and one for the Thevenin's equivalent circuit. This SLO was successfully completed since the passing threshold was set at 70%. Fall 2016:The second round of assessment shows a moderate increase in the passing rate, from 85% to 90%. Additional laboratory exercises will be incorporated in order to further increase thesuccess rate.Fall 2017:This SLO was successfully assessed. The 4% failure rate is an acceptable failure for this topic. No intervention is planned.
SLO #3
1. Exams/Quizzes with embedded questions.2. Laboratory activity
Spring 2014andFall 2016andFall 2017
Spring 2014:50% of the students scored below 70% on this SLO. However the overall average on this SLO was 68% which is very close to the passing threshold which is set at 70%.Fall 2016:Assessment was done through some embedded questions on the exams/quizzes.30% of the students scored below 70% on this SLO. However the overall average on this SLO was 75% which is above the passing threshold  of 70%. Fall 2017:This SLO was assessed both in the laboratory and as an embedded question in the exams. The success rate continues to be less than desired. The overall score was about 73% which is the passing threshold. 30% of the students scored at A level, 40% scored at B level, 25% scored at C level. Failure rate was 5%. This was also true in a laboratory performance. However, in the lab ultimately everyone was able to conduct their evaluation on an amplified circuit.
Spring 2014:No change to this SLO is planned. To improve student performance the following are planned:1. Provide additional in-class examples2. Provide additional sample problems on the web.Fall 2016:The passing rate was improved, increasing from 50% to 70% as indicated by the assessment result. The intervention outlined above will be continued.Fall 2017:This topic continues being a bit challenging to the students. The intervention identified through the last assessment was helpful. Even though, the success rate was fine, the intervention will be continued.   
SLO #4
Exams/Quizzes with embedded questions.
Spring 2015andFall 2016andFall 2017
Spring 2015:43% of the students scored below 70% on this SLO. However the overall average of the SLO was 74%. The class was polarized on this SLO.Fall 2016:The SLO was assessed using embedded questions in exams/quizzes.38% of the students scored below 70% on this SLO. However the overall average of the SLO was 68%. The class was polarized on this SLO.Fall 2017:18% of the students scored at A level, 30% scored at B level, 40% of the students scored at C level. 12% of the students scored at D or F level.The AC subject is the most difficult topic in this course and students have difficulty with it.
Spring 2015:No change is planned for this SLO. The result shows a polarized class on this SLO. Even though the overall average was 74% which is higher than the passing percentage set for the SLO (70%) this low success rate must be addressed. The following are planned:1. Spend more time on this subject2. Provide more examples in the class3. Provide additional samples problems via webFall 2016:Th overall passing rate on this topic was 68% which is close to the passing threshold set at 70%. However, the passing rate needs to be increased. The intervention incorporated did not result in a meaningful improvement. This topic is the most challenging topic. Since the subject matter deals with differential equations, it is probably beneficial to include the differential equations course, Math 78, as a prerequisite for the class. In the meantime the intervention will continue.Fall 2017:The planned intervention was helpful. However, the subject matter continues to be very challenging to the students. The failure rate in a similar class at the university level is around 25%. The intervention will continue.  
SLO #5
Laboratory experiments in AC and DC Circuits. Practical demonstration and written report.
Spring 2012andFall 2016and Fall 2017
Spring 2012:This SLO was assessed through laboratory experimentation.100% of the student were able to effectively use the laboratory equipment to conduct experiments and produce written reports.Fall 2016:100% of the student were able to effectively use the laboratory equipment to conduct experiments and produce written reports.Fall 2017:100% of the students were successful in using the laboratory equipment.
Spring 2012:This SLO was successfully assessed.Fall 2016:No change to the SLO is planned. Fall 2017:No changes or intervention is being planned.
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