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	Saddleback College’s goal is to “provide a comprehensive, broad range of high-quality courses and programs to enable students to pursue their educational objectives and career goals.

The ESL program is a comprehensive and flexible program dedicated to helping non-native English speakers achieve their diverse goals – be they academic, vocational, and/or personal growth—by providing accessible courses to improve students’ language skills and increase cultural awareness.


	Students will demonstrate an increase in ability to select appropriate verb forms in the active and simple passive voice in ESL 347, the Advanced Grammar Review Course.
	On an objective pre and post test administered in fall, 2007 and spring, 2008 students in ESL 347  will demonstrate an increase of 10% over the pre test in the selection of correct verb forms in active and simple passive voice tenses by the end of the semester.
	Of the 27 students taking the grammar test, only 12 took both the pre- and post-test.  There was an average improvement rate of +1.42 on the 20 question test, an improvement of 7%.  Scores on the initial pre-test ranged from 7 to 19 correct; on the post-test, 11-20.
	We did not reach the 10% improvement that we had hoped for.  There are a few reasons that can explain this result.  First, we had a small number of students take both tests, so our results can be skewed quite easily by one student’s scores.  Another factor is that a number of students had high scores on the pre-test leaving them little room for improvement.  Students scoring 16 and above—80% or higher—did not, on average, increase their scores.   In fact, 7 of the 12 students scored in that range (80% or higher on the pre-test), and they actually had a net reduction in their scores (-.29 per student).  Nevertheless, we were in fact close to our 10% improvement goal; we had 7% improvement on the whole.  The high scoring students, however, did not improve.  If we just look at the lower-scoring students from the pre-test (those scoring 70% or less), we get an improvement rate of +3.8 per student, an improvement of 19%, well over our 10% goal.
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