	1. Course Number & Date of Assessment Cycle Completion 
	Course:   ESL 04                                             Date:  Fall 2011

	2. People involved in summarizing and evaluating data
	Diane Harris, Kevin Howell, Sydney Rice

	3. Data Results
Briefly summarize the results of the data you collected.
	Outcome 1: Out of 116 students, 69% used commas incorrectly overall. The data sample was a paragraph of 8 sentences with 5 missing commas.

Outcome 2:  
Outcome 3:  

	4. Course / Program Improvement

Please describe what change(s) you plan to implement based on the above results.


	· For Fall 2012, we would change when to administer the assessment tool.  We included it with the final exam.  The question came up that students might have been burned out with the added task.  But if they have been studying punctuation all semester, they would be prepared for questions about punctuation on a final exam.  

· We would change the sentences themselves to eliminate any phrases or expressions that are unnecessary and just confuse the students.

· We would change the process of analyzing the data.  Two teachers analyzed the information as an overview.  Another teacher analyzed the data sentence by sentence.  It was agreed upon that analyzing sentence by sentence to identify the problem words will aid in preparing material for teaching punctuation.  If you know the specific words that cause problems, you can focus on them.  

· No changes to course outline are needed.
**Will this include a change to the curriculum (i.e. course outline)?           

	5. Next Year       Was the process effective?  Will you change the outcome/ assessment for next year? (e.g., alter the SLO, assessment, faculty discussion process, strategy for providing SLO to student)? If so, how?
	· One change was suggested.  A preliminary meeting would help to establish one system to analyze the data.  With one system in place, time would be saved.  

· Another change was to revise the assessment tool itself.  Now that we know problem areas, we can give more instruction and application models using them.  

	6. After-Thoughts Feel free to celebrate, vent, or otherwise discuss the process.


	All three of us were surprised that more students did not use ‘and” as a coordinating conjunction correctly. (51% used it correctly.)  It is one of the most common words.  We were not surprised at the mistakes using ‘because’ as a subordinating conjunction. (26% used it correctly.)
We would like to see results of this outcome (punctuation) with level 5 students.  Level 4 is the introduction of writing skills, and we’d like to see the amount of improvement in the next level.

	
	


	
	


The ASSESSMENT CYCLE:  Closing the Assessment Loop

You may elaborate as much as you need to in order to complete this form.  Instructions are on the following page.

1. Please list the course number.  In case page 1 is separated from page 2, this will help with 
organization.  Please include the date that assessment cycle was fully completed.
2. To encourage collaboration and the sharing of ideas, each form must be completed by at least 
two people.  If you are the only one teaching the course, you are encourage to share your data 
results and improvement methods with at least one other staff or faculty member.  Please list 
the names of all faculty, staff, and students who were involved in summarizing or evaluating 
the data.  These names may be the same or different than those on the original SLO ID form.

3. Your original data results, or your raw data, should be kept within your department for three 
years.  At this time you do not need to submit the raw data, but please keep it for future quality 

control measures.  Please summarize the data that you collected.  You should include how well 

students scored on the assessment.  You might also include: how many instructors submitted 

data(full-time, part-time); the type of data that was submitted (rubric scores, practical test 

results, etc); and, if appropriate, if a cross-section of classes (day, evening, online) were 

assessed.  If a rubric was used, you might discuss the number of students who scored 1, 2, 3, 

or 4, for example, on the rubric.  

4. This is an opportunity to have a rich discussion with others involved in education.  Please 
describe any changes that can be made based on the data.  Changes might be made to class 

activities, assignment instructions, topics taught in class, or the course outline of record, etc.  

You might include when the changes will be implemented and, if a comparison is to be made, 

when the next round of data will be collected (e.g. Fall 2009). 

Then, answer “Yes” or “No” to the curriculum question – no explanations required but please 

answer the question.

5. This may provide an opportunity to discuss what went well and what could be improved.  
If the SLO needs to be tweaked or more outcomes/assessments need to be included you might 

want to do that now while the information is fresh.  This may allow faculty to modify SLO(s) 

for next year and be prepared to include them on next year’s syllabus.

6. Please share your thoughts, feelings, and ideas on IVC’s SLO process thus far.  
When completed, please email this form to your division secretary or chair (whoever is managing it locally) AND send a hard paper copy to the SLO coordinator.  Thanks.
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