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Course SLOs &
Criterion Levels

Please list all course SLO(s), and mark the one that was assessed.
Course SLO

At end of the course, the successful student
will be able to argue a point and support it
(in writing) with multiple examples and
limited outside sources.

Criterion Level

At least 75 percent of
students achieve this course
SLO.
“Achieve” refers to a 2 or 3
score on a 3 point scale.
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Select the assessment designed to determine how well students achieve the
SLO. (If more than one assessment instrument was used, copy and paste the
Assessment Instrument and Rating/Rubric Scale sections to provide the additional
information).
Check
Check
Box
Box
Below
Below
Written exam
Presentation
Multiple choice exam
Portfolio
xx
Essay/Research Paper
Department exam
Case scenarios
Skill evaluation
Other:
Describe the criteria for each value/rating. Please refer to the attached rubric for
details.
4
Criteria description: N/A
3
Criteria description: Demonstrates SLO more than adequately
2
Criteria description: Demonstrates SLO adequately
1
Criteria description: Does not demonstrate SLO adequately
0
Criteria description: N/A
Report the number of students assessed and the scores they obtained.

Data #1: Of the 29 students who completed the assessment instrument, the
breakdown of the scores was: 14 (3s), 13 (2s), and 2 (1s) for section 0964. 93% met
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the criterion level.

Interpretation of Data

Data #2: Of the 23 students who completed the assessment instrument, the
breakdown of the scores was: 8 (3s), 11 (2s), and 4 (1s) for section 0960. 82% met the
criterion level.
What is your interpretation of these results? Include your conclusion about
whether the students achieved the criterion level.
The rubric measure is appropriate for this specific course SLO. These results indicate
that within 2 English 28 sections, 87% of the students are meeting the criterion level.
This is 12% above the criterion level of 75%. Most of the students are demonstrating
adequate and more than adequate achievement of the SLO.
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Actions Planned

Based on this assessment, what will you change (related to pedagogy,
instructional methods, or materials) the next time the course is offered?
Based on this assessment, the team feels confident with the current pedagogical
practices, methods and materials. Perhaps, because in section 0964, the majority of
students accessed the writing lab and in section 9060, the students were part of a
learning community, the results exceeded our achievement rate.
Based on this assessment, what formal changes to the Course Outline of Record
(if any) do you propose to improve student learning for the SLO(s) assessed?
None at this time.

Actions Taken
(if applicable)

Faculty Dialogue

What changes have been implemented based on the previous course
assessment?
Not applicable yet.
What information are you sharing (e.g., assessment methods, rubrics used) with
other faculty? When have these robust dialogues been held? What is the plan for
dialogues for next year?
All information developed in this process is shared in our division meetings, where
robust dialogues occur about the success and weakness of our classes. SLO is an
agenda item in all of our meetings. Many of our SLO’s and rubrics are also used as
samples in SLO workshops.
How are you sharing this information? (e.g. Divisional Council or Division
Meetings)
Division meetings
SLO workshops

Faculty Reflection

Sample of Student
Projects

What changes would you suggest (if any) to the outcomes process? Please
share any general comments on the process and/or results of assessment that
you would like the SLO Committee to know.
A workshop on rubric development would be helpful. All rubrics and pre-populated
assessment tool should be posted at the SLO webpage.
Submit sample student projects—essays, research projects, skill evaluation
forms, department exams, papers, or written exams—to illustrate scores
according to the rubric (if available) to Todd Matosic, WLAC SLO Coordinator.
Submit one sample for each value on the rating/rubric scale. Please remove student
names from the samples. Attach to this form or email as attachments to:
matosit@wlac.edu | Todd Matosic mailbox #169A | CE 213 | Phone (310) 287-4213

For additional SLO information, visit http://www.wlac.edu/slo
For additional information, contact: Todd Matosic (310)287-4213 | CE-213 |
matosit@wlac.edu
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Rubric for Learning Outcome for ENL 28
OUTCOME (SLO)
Criterion	
  

CONTENT

ORGANIZATION

GRAMMAR

1.	
  Does	
  not	
  demonstrate	
  SLO	
  
adequately	
  
•

has personal opinion
that may not pertain to
question and/or reading

•

has summaries that reveal
misunderstanding of academic
readings

•

has a response that lacks
introduction,
body, and/or conclusion

•
•

uses simple vocabulary
is written in English although
some sentences are difficult to
understand
still uses simple sentences in the
writing
has grammar errors that interfere
with
comprehension of essay
still contains to many run-ons
and/or
fragments

•
•
•

	
  

2.	
  Demonstrates	
  SLO	
  adequately	
  

3.	
  Demonstrates	
  SLO	
  more	
  than	
  
adequately.	
  

responds to the
question and reading
• has important arguments and
examples that are paraphrased,
but maybe not be focused
• has a few quotes and detailed
reference from text

•

•

has a response that demonstrates
general understanding of
introduction, body, and
conclusion.
• has frequent use of transitional
words or phrases
• has adequate vocabulary range
• uses some complex sentence
structures
• has some grammar errors that do
not detract from comprehension
of essay as a whole
• has few, if any, sentence and
punctuation errors, including runons and fragments
•

has a substantial, well focused
response (800words) with a welldeveloped thesis
• has important points, arguments,
and examples that are accurately
paraphrased
• uses quotations and detailed
reference from text
• has a clearly defined introduction,
body, and conclusion
• uses transitional words and
phrases appropriately
correctly uses a range of
vocabulary with sophisticated
expressions
• uses a variety of sentence
structures, including compound
and complex sentences
employing coordinate and
subordinate clauses
• uses all verb forms and tenses
correctly and punctuate sentences
effectively, avoiding comma
splices, sentence fragments/run-ons
•

