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	Student Learning Outcomes:  

Improving Teaching and Learning



Instructional Program Name
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	Expanded Statement of Institutional Purpose
	Program Student Learning Outcomes
	Assessment Method and Criteria for Success
	Assessment Results
	Use of Results

	The College will “provide a broad range of high quality courses and programs to enable students to pursue their educational goals…/and/ Provide a meaningful general education program including baccalaureate-level transfer and occupational curricula.”

	1. In the introductory course, English 300, students will be able to recognize sentence fragments and possible ways to correct them.

2.   In the introductory course, English 300, students will be able to recognize the topic sentence of a paragraph.
3. Students completing the introductory course, English 300, will have the necessary skills to succeed in English 200, the preparatory course for English 1A.
	1.75% of English 300 students will be able to identify sentence fragments and will be able to recognize ways to correct them, scoring 70% or above on a departmental objective test.

2.  75% of English 300 students will be able to identify the topic sentence of a paragraph, scoring 70% or above on a departmental objective test.

3.  Seventy percent of the students who pass English 300 with a C or above (and who enroll in and complete English 200) will pass English 200 with a C or above.  Student grades in English 200 will be tracked through the college databases examining grades from Spring 2006 to Fall, 2006. 
	1. During the fall 2006 semester, the assessment was administered to English 300 students: the average percentage of total correct responses was 77%. The minimum and maximum range of students who scored 70% or better was 74%-82%.  Par Score analysis indicated that 74.7% of the students passed with a 70% or higher. 

During the spring 2007 semester, when the assessment was again administered to English 300 students, the average percentage of total correct responses was 71.04.  We were able to use Par Score for more detailed analysis, which indicated that 62.5% of the students passed with a 70% or higher.
2 .During the fall 2006 semester, the assessment was given to English 300 students: the average percentage of total correct responses was 78%.  The minimum and maximum range of students  who scored 70%   or higher was 72%-84%. The Par Score analysis indicated that 78.31% of the students passed with a 70% or higher.
During the spring 2007 semester, the average percentage of correct responses was 71.25%. The Par Score analysis showed that 67.71% of the students scored 70% or higher.
3.  According to the College databases, 

84.8% of those students who passed English 300 with a C or above during the spring of 2006, passed English 200 with a C or above (or a CR, which indicates an average of C or higher) during the fall 2006 semester. 
*Due to a miscommunication, we weren’t able to get the data we originally hoped for, which was to track student success  for students who took English 300 in Fall 06 and then went on to take English 200 in Spring 07.
	1. Although the data indicates we met our goal of having 75% of 300 students scoring 70% or higher, we decided to administer the assessment again in spring for additional data.
Although we did meet our goal during the fall assessment, the spring assessment showed lower scores for this outcome. Although the average score was over 70%, just 62.5% of students passed with a 70% or higher compared to about 75% during the fall.  At our August department meeting, we plan to discuss possible reasons why the scores were lower during the spring semester and to decide whether to reassess.
2. The fall data indicates we met our goal of having at least 75%  of  300 students scoring 70% or above; however, we gave the   assessment again in spring for further data. 
The spring data shows lower scores in this area.  Although the average score was over 70%, we had just about 68% of students passing with a 70% or higher.

At our August department meeting, we plan to discuss the possible factors contributing to the lower spring scores in both recognizing fragments and identifying topic sentences.  First, there was   a  significantly smaller number of students enrolled in 300 during the spring (166 vs. 96), which could have influenced our results.  Second, in the spring, there also  may have been a higher number  of  300 students who had failed to complete successfully  the course before and  were repeating the class.  These  students, could have contributed to the lower spring scores. 
3.  We did meet our goal of having at least 70% of those students who passed English 300  with a C or higher pass English 200 with a C or higher. However, because grades from Spring, 2006 to Fall, 2006 were tracked, we may want to track grades from Fall, 2006 to Spring, 2007 for further data.
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