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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.


	1.Students will demonstrate an increased level of reading comprehension on a variety of texts.
2.  Students will demonstrate an increased level of listening comprehension of spoken dialogue.
3.  Students will demonstrate an increase in receptive communicative vocabulary appropriate for an academic setting.


	1. On an objective pre- and post-test administered in 

Spring  2007, students in the reading and writing sequence will show an increase of 10% in reading comprehension. (taking into account components that have to be factored in such as students’ incorrect

self-placement due to time and/or work conflict).  The test will consist of 5 written texts on a variety of topics followed by 5 reading comprehension questions for each text. 
2.  On an objective pre- and post-test administered in Spring 2007, students in conversation and pronunciation courses will demonstrate an increase of 10% in comprehension. (taking into account components that have to be factored in such as students’ incorrect

self-placement due to time and/or work conflict). The test will consist of 4 prerecorded conversations followed by 5 listening comprehension questions each.  Students who were registered in several cohort classes only took the test in one class.
3.  On an objective pre- and post-test administered in Fall 2006, students in selected intermediate, advanced, and college-level courses will show an increase of 5% over the previous level in vocabulary recognition (taking into account components that have to be factored in such as students’ incorrect

self-placement due to time and/or work conflict).  Students who were registered in several cohort classes only took the test in one class.
	1. A pre-test was given to all reading and writing levels during the second week of the semester.
2.  Pre-test was given 

during the second week of the semester in all conversation and pronunciation classrooms. The post-test was not administered.

3. Overall, there was 

a 15.5? increase in receptive communicative vocabulary from the pre-test to the post test.  Looking at individual classes, ESL 354 (Adv. Voc. Skills for College) scored  an 8.3% increase; ESL 340 (Adv. Multi-skills) showed a 1.5% increase; ESL 331 (High Intermediate Multi-skills) showed  19.5% increase.  ESL 330 (Low Intermediate Multi-skills) showed a 37% increase.
ESL 350 test results needed to be eliminated because of the lack of post-test results.
	1. When the pre-test

was administered, it was immediately apparent that the assessment instrument was too difficult for the lower level classes.  Students felt frustrated and discouraged enough as to warrant our concern over giving a post-test. We felt results were going to be neither helpful nor accurate. We will readdress this SLO in the future at the appropriate level.
2. When the pore-test 

was administered, there seemed to be confusion about how to administer the test. Five CD’s were prepared and distributed to all instructors for the pre-test. However, it became apparent that three of these CD’s did not match the order of the written questions. Because of this, our pre-test results were skewed.  Therefore, the post-test was not given. We will readdress this SLO in the future at a course level.

3a. Our results show that our objectives are being met in  the classes.

3b. We realized that we should not have been looking for an increase from level to level so much as an increase within each level from the beginning to the end of the semester. We will readdress this in Fall 2007.

3c.  Overall, students seem to be placed in appropriate levels as shown by progressive increase in scores from low intermediate to advanced.


Use a new page for each outcome.
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