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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
one section was offered in Fall 2017 and it was conducted for this SLO assessmentOne question embedded in the final examination 
Fall 2017Spring 2019 (reassessment)
Out of 27 students took the final exam, 22 of them, or about 81%, score 75% or better.
81% of students met out expectation.  this is a very good result.  For those students who failed to complete this problem simply because they messed up their algebra skill that was really needed for this performance, but they still knew the concept of solving the problem.No plan change needed in the future.  but we will revisit this SLO in Spring 2018.
SLO #2
Embedded question in the final examinationSection 201 was conducted in this SLO assessment
Spring 2017 (one section offered)Spring 2019 (reassessment)
Out of 24 students taking the final exam from the only one section that was offered in the semester, 21 of them (or 88%), scored 70% or better, a level of understanding considered acceptable.
The students did well on this topic overall.  The three students who didn't pass it because of their algebraic mistakes when solving the problems even though they still showed their understanding on the topic.  No change will be needed in the future.We will revisit this SLO in Spring 2018
SLO #3
One section (201) offered in Fall 2017 One embedded question in the final examination
Fall 2017Spring 2019 (reassessment)
with 27 students participated on the final test, 14 of them (52 %) score 70% or higher.
The result was low obviously.  However, the problem given was at the high level of difficulty.  We will plan to spend more time on this topic again and monitor students' performance to be sure their success to be met.  Also, including a basic/standard question on the topic would be necessary to justify our need.We will revisit this SLO in Spring 2018.
SLO #4
Embedded question (with many parts) in the final examinationSection 201 was conducted in this SLO assessment_____________________________________________One question embedded with four parts in the final exam.Section 201 was conducted in this SLO assessment.
Spring 2017 (one section offered)_______________________________Fall 2018 (reassessment-one section offered)
Out of 24 students taking the final exam from the only one section offered in the semester, 20 students (or 83%), met our expectation.________________________________Out of 35 students taking the final exam, 27 of them (or 77%) earned at least 75% or higher.
The results obviously look acceptable.  The four students who couldn't make it mainly misunderstanding the concept of finding eigenvectors and use the result to solve further applications.  Even though we are happy with this result, it won't be hard to have all students to understand this concept.  We will try again next time when closing the loop in Fall 2018._______________________________________For the reassessment this time, students did well in general.  Overall, students understood the concepts of eigenvalues and eigenvectors.  The 25% that they missed was the applications that they didn't seem to know how to apply that.  8 students who did not meet our expectation didn't get any part correctly due to attendance that they didn't fulfill.No teaching plan will be changed in the future, but we plan to work closer with early alert program to contact students individually more efficiently. 
SLO #5
Embedded question in the final examinationSection 201 was conducted in this SLO assessment_____________________________________________One question embedded in the final examSection 201 was conducted in this SLO assessment.
Spring 2017 (one section offered)_______________________________Fall 2018 (reassessment-one section offered)
Out of 24 questions taking the final exam from the only one section offered in the semester, there are only 12 of them or 50%) met our expectation.________________________________Out of 35 students taking the final exam, 22 of them (or about 63%) earned 65% or better.
The result is obviously not acceptable.  Conceptually, students did get it.  The main reason they did poorly was that the problem was really heavy in computation, and also students had to use the  previous parts to answer the next parts.  Beside this topic was spent one of the last days of the semester when students were probably not in full concentration.  We plan to have them to practice more in the future to overcome their algebraic problem to increase the passing rate.We will revisit this topic again in Fall 2018._______________________________________By looking at the data, the passing rate is significantly higher.  It's not the best result that we wish for, but it's definitely acceptable.No plan changed in the near future.
SLO #6
One section (201) offered in Fall 2017 and was used to conduct this SLO assessmentTwo projects were given to master this concept.  One when students needed  to use basic concepts to construct proofs, and another one was focused on e-values and e-vectors.
Fall 2017Fall 2019 (reassessment)
For the first project, 30 students turned the assignment, 25 of them (83%) scored 70% or higher.For the second project, 25 out of 25 students completed the project with 70% or better.
Students obviously met out expectation.  We still keep them practice the same way in the future.  We will revisit this topic in Fall 2018
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