SLO Cycle Assessment Form

	1. Course Number & Date of Assessment Cycle Completion 
	Course: ESL 001                                                                                                         Date: 02/24/12

	2. People involved in summarizing and evaluating data
	Alejandro Garza and Kseniya Gregory

	3. Data Results
Briefly summarize the results of the data you collected.
	Outcome 1: Out of 88 students, 23% of students displayed superior writing proficiency; 27% - above average proficiency; 14%- satisfactory proficiency; and 36%- unsatisfactory proficiency. However, out of 36% of students with unsatisfactory performance on the midterm exam, 21% of students showed improvement by the end of the course. 
Outcome 1 (changed): The data was collected in five sections: 3 morning/ afternoon sections taught by full-time faculty and 2 evening sections taught by full-time and part-time instructors. A total of 101 students were assessed. The students taught by the adjunct instructor demonstrated a significantly lower proficiency in describing actions in the moment. Overall, the majority of incorrect answers resulted from the confusion between possessive “’s” and the contracted form of the verb “is”. Also, Students demonstrated a lower performance rate with Wh-questions.
Outcome 2:

Outcome 3:



	4. Course / Program Improvement

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

	1. Changes to the Course

a. Include more activities to increase consciousness regarding the structural differences in questions with Who as subject and object.
b. Add activities eliciting improvised questions with Do and Does in the Simple Present where students focus more on content rather than on form of questions.  

c. As part of the review for the midterm exam, include activities contrasting the Simple Present and the Present Progressive. 

Outcome 1 (changed): 
a. Add more activities with emphasis on Wh-questions.

b. Increase awareness of two different meanings of “‘s”: the possessive form and contracted form.
2. Changes to data collection

 Modify the layout and content of the midterm exams used in 2008 to increase data validity. 

Outcome 1 (changed): 
To prevent further confusion regarding “’s”, change the name Dennis to John in the assessment tool.

**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?

	1. Involve adjunct faculty in SLO development and SLO data collection. 

2. Implement the assessment tool in all beginning level sections taught by both full-time and part–time instructors. 

3. Share and discuss the analysis results with the part-time instructors involved in the assessment process to encourage them to provide supplemental activities to meet student learning outcomes. 

4. Find a way to simplify the process of tabulating data results. For example, the assessment can be taken via Etudes, Engrade, or on Scantron forms.



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

	The process revealed certain gaps between the implemented SLO and instructional methodology. 

The assessment process encourages the dialogue between full-time and part-time instructors.


