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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
An assessment with questions covering subjects described in SLO # 1,2,3,4 , 5 were given in class after they finalized Midterm 3. Perhaps this was not the best timing since students were tired.  In addition, no incentives were given in case assessment was completed and submitted. Few students just handed it back. A rubric (0-5) was established, and class scores averaged with percentages assigned to the averages. 
Assessed on May 4, 2015
25 students completed the survey yielding an average of 52% 
Physics 2B is a course with a long course content containing extremely abstract subjects. It gets earthy when we dive into circuit components, but the first months tend to be frustrating for students who struggled through Physics 2A: too many vector operations and too many field abstractions. This assessment included several contents given and tested in exam 1 (out of three exams), and certainly students were not happy to see these materials  again after a midterm on optics. We will deliver the next assessment (same problems) more towards the week prior to final, after reviewing the concepts and closing up the course. We also need as a team to figure out how is the best way to deliver the course content, perhaps emphasizing certain contents in lab instead of lecture. This will be discussing in upcoming meetings of the Physics Department.
SLO #2
An assessment with questions covering subjects described in SLO # 1,2,3,4 , 5 were given in class after they finalized Midterm 3. Perhaps this was not the best timing since students were tired.  In addition, no incentives were given in case assessment was completed and submitted. Few students just handed it back. A rubric (0-5) was established, and class scores averaged with percentages assigned to the averages.
Assessed on May 4, 2015
25 students completed the survey yielding an average of 63% 
Physics 2B is a course with a long course content containing extremely abstract subjects. It gets earthy when we dive into circuit components, but the first months tend to be frustrating for students who struggled through Physics 2A: too many vector operations and too many field abstractions. This assessment included several contents given and tested in exam 1 (out of three exams), and certainly students were not happy to see these materials  again after a midterm on optics. We will deliver the next assessment (same problems) more towards the week prior to final, after reviewing the concepts and closing up the course. We also need as a team to figure out how is the best way to deliver the course content, perhaps emphasizing certain contents in lab instead of lecture. This will be discussing in upcoming meetings of the Physics Department.
SLO #3
An assessment with questions covering subjects described in SLO # 1,2,3,4 , 5 were given in class after they finalized Midterm 3. Perhaps this was not the best timing since students were tired.  In addition, no incentives were given in case assessment was completed and submitted. Few students just handed it back. A rubric (0-5) was established, and class scores averaged with percentages assigned to the averages.
Assessed on May 4, 2015
25 students completed the survey yielding an average of 57% 
Physics 2B is a course with a long course content containing extremely abstract subjects. It gets earthy when we dive into circuit components, but the first months tend to be frustrating for students who struggled through Physics 2A: too many vector operations and too many field abstractions. This assessment included several contents given and tested in exam 1 (out of three exams), and certainly students were not happy to see these materials  again after a midterm on optics. We will deliver the next assessment (same problems) more towards the week prior to final, after reviewing the concepts and closing up the course. We also need as a team to figure out how is the best way to deliver the course content, perhaps emphasizing certain contents in lab instead of lecture. This will be discussing in upcoming meetings of the Physics Department.
SLO #4
An assessment with questions covering subjects described in SLO # 1,2,3,4 , 5 were given in class after they finalized Midterm 3. Perhaps this was not the best timing since students were tired.  In addition, no incentives were given in case assessment was completed and submitted. Few students just handed it back. A rubric (0-5) was established, and class scores averaged with percentages assigned to the averages.
Assessed on May 4, 2015
25 students completed the survey yielding an average of 92% 
Perhaps the best way to explain the success rate in this SLO is the extensive use of computer support prior to the beginning of labs, and our attempt to provide each student with a circuit kit. We are not there yet, but close. The Division must provide the funds so that each student have his/her own circuit kit to run circuit labs.
SLO #5
An assessment with questions covering subjects described in SLO # 1,2,3,4 , 5 were given in class after they finalized Midterm 3. Perhaps this was not the best timing since students were tired.  In addition, no incentives were given in case assessment was completed and submitted. Few students just handed it back. A rubric (0-5) was established, and class scores averaged with percentages assigned to the averages.
Assessed on May 4, 2015
25 students completed the survey yielding an average of 84% 
Students had to study this subject for Midterm 3, which explain the positive outcome.
SLO #6
This SLO was not assessed. It will be part of an overall SLO assessment submitted to the students in December 2015
December 2015
SLO #7
This SLO was not assessed. It will be part of an overall SLO assessment submitted to the students in December 2015
December 2015
SLO #8
SLO #9
SLO #10
SLO #11
SLO #12
SLO #13
SLO #14
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