REVIEW OF PERFORMANCE

COURSE ASSESSMENT

Semester:  (Fall   (Spring   ٱSummer   Year: 2007-2008
Course: EN 120a

No. of Students: 34 (2 sections)
TSWBAT:
PLO(1)
utilize all stages of the writing process:  prewriting, drafting, revising when composing academic papers

PLO(2)
construct a thesis

PLO(3)
develop the thesis using various expository modes to explain or analyze:


Ex (example), CC (comparison/contrast), Clas (classification), CE (cause/effect analysis), and PA (process analysis), but not A (argumentative)

PLO(4)
develop a thesis by applying elements of argumentation and persuasion

PLO(5)
illustrate an awareness of the concepts of audience, purpose and tone

PLO(6)
draft a composition that exhibits unity, coherence and logical organization of information

PLO(7)
utilize word processing software such as MS Word to format, draft, save, revise, and print compositions (also, to monitor spelling, grammar, and mechanics through the use of electronic technology)




SLO
PLO(1)
PLO(2)
PLO(3)
PLO(4)
PLO(5)
PLO(6)
PLO(7)

1

E(1)




D
D

2

E(2)


D

3

Ex(1)
D

4

Ex(2)

D
D


4

Ex(3)
D


6

Ex(4)
D

D


7

Ex(5)
D

D


8

Ex(6)
D

D


9

Ex(7)
I




D


10

Ex(8)
I,D



I,D


11

Ex(9)
I,D





I,D


12

Ex(10)
I,D



I,D
I,D
I,D


13

CC(1)




I
D

14

CC(2)

D
D
D


15

CC(3)
I,D


16

CC(4)
I,D

D

17

CC(5)
I,D
I,D
I,D


18

CC(6)
I,D




I,D


19

CC(7)
I,D




I,D


20

CC(8)
I,D



I,D


21

CC(9)
I,D





I,D


22

CC(10)
I




D


23

Clas(1)




I
D

24

Clas(2)
D


25

Clas(3)


I,D


I,D


26

Clas(4)
I,D
I,D
D


27

Clas(5)
I,D



I,D
I,D


28

Clas(6)

D
D


29

Clas(7)
I




D


30

Clas(8)
I,D



I,D


31

Clas(9)
I,D





I,D


32

Clas(10)
I




D


33

PA(1)




I
D


34

PA(2)
D


35

PA(3)




I
D


36

PA(4)

I,D
D
D


37

PA(5)




I,D
I,D


38

PA(6)





I,D
I,D


39

PA(7)
I,D



I,D


40

PA(8)
D





D


41

PA(9)
D




D


42

CE(1)




I
D


43

CE(2)
D


44

CE(3)

D
D


D


45

CE(4)





D
D


46

CE(5)
I,D



I,D


47

CE(6)
D





D


48

CE(7)
D




D


49

A(1)




I
D


50

A(2)
D


51

A(3)

D
D


D


52

A(4)



I,D
D


53

A(5)



I,D
D


54

A(6)
I,D




I,D


55

A(7)
I,D



I,D


56

A(8)
D





D


57

A(9)
D




D

I = introduced       D = demonstrated       M = mastery at level appropriate for graduation


SLO
Outcome Statement
PLO
Comments and Reflections

E(1)
identify principles of essay organ-
(5)
D = 32/34 (94%)* achieved


ization and define purpose and

[This was relatively easy in post-testing.]


characteristics of each type of ¶
(6)
D = 31/34 (91%) achieved





[Unity and logical organization not hard,





but choice of words for coherence was





not always successful.]


E(2)
compose thesis statement that ex-
(3)
D = 32/34 (94%) achieved



Presses opinion, attitude, or idea,

[Pre-test data reveal low achievement;



and limits topic to one idea

post-test data significant improvement.]


Ex(1)
analyze reading selections which
(1)
D = 3/34 (9%) achieved


illustrate effective number and

[Text selections were too complex for



choice of examples

students to analyze.]  


Ex(2)
compose thesis requiring examples
(2)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved





[No problem.]  




(3)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved





[No problem.]  


Ex(3)
use prewriting techniques to gen-
(1)
D = -0-


erate ideas

[Data not collected on individuals.  Group




work through brainstorming and accessing





prior knowledge proved successful.]  


Ex(4)
plan essay determining appropriate
(1)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved



number of examples for adequate

[Range of number was 2-5 in individual


development of thesis

essays.  Planned well.]  




(3)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[No problem.]  


Ex(5)
include examples that are fair and
(1)
D = 25/34 (74%) achieved



representative to effectively sup-

[Fair and representative are value judg-


port thesis

ments of the instructor.]  



(3)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[No problem.]  


Ex(6)
organize examples logically
(1)
D = 30/34 (88%) achieved



according to time, familiarity, and/

[Time and importance easy to organize;


or importance

familiarity not as easy.]  




(3)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[No problem.]  


Ex(7)
connect ideas between paragraphs
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



with coherence devices

[No problem.]  




(6)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved





[Very little difficulty among students.]  


Ex(8)
read and respond to other students’
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


work in peer review

D = 34/34 (100%) achieved



(5)
I = not observed





D = 5/34 (15%) achieved





[Tendency not to want to do critical res-




ponse in peer group.]  


Ex(9)
revise content and edit composition
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


for grammar and mechanics

D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




(7)
I = 32/34 (94%) achieved





D = 5/34 (15%) achieved





[WordCheck failed miserably.]  


Ex(10)
submit multiple drafts to meet cri-
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



teria stated by instructor

D = 34/34 (100%) achieved


[Example essay went through three
(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



drafts – a very tedious process for

D = 30/34 (88%) achieved



instructor, but generally successful
(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



for students.]  

D = 33/34 (97%) achieved




(7)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved





D = 5/34 (15%) achieved





[Again, the problem of not knowing how





to select appropriate synonyms and





grammar structure from WordCheck.]  


CC(1)
analyze reading selections which
(5)
I = 4/34 (12%) achieved


illustrate patterns of organization

[Little analysis skills.]  



and points of comparison
(6)
D = 30/34 (88%) achieved





[Teacher modeling helped significantly.]  


CC(2)
develop thesis designed to per-
(2)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved


suade, explain, or inform

[To help students, instructors taught the




use of David Hyerle’s thinking map (i.e.,




(double bubble map).]  




(3)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[No problem.]  




(4)
D = not observed


CC(3)
use prewriting techniques to gen-
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


erate ideas

[Thanx to the double bubble map.]  





D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[Students followed the intent and purpose





of the double bubble map.]  


CC(4)
restrict points of comparison/con-
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


trast to 2-4 significant, interesting

D = not easily measured



and insightful points to support

[Points were generally significant, but not


central idea

necessarily interesting or insightful.]  




(3)
D = 32/34 (94%) achieved




[Students did restrict points well.]  


CC(5)
confine emphasis to comparison or
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



contrast

D = 32/34 (94%) achieved





[Very few problems.]  




(2)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




D = 32/34 (94%) achieved




[Again, the double bubble map helped to




confine thinking.]  




(3)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




D = 32/34 (94%) achieved





[The double bubble map.]  


CC(6)
select from two basic patterns of
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



organizations

D = 34/34 (100%) achieved



[All students were required to use

[Strong student preference for point-by-


both patterns.]  

point.]  




(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved





D = 32/34 (100%) achieved





[Very few problems.] 


CC(7)
include coherence devices
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved





D = 10/34 (29%) achieved





[The biggest problem is grammar control





of coordinating conjunctions.]  




(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved





D = 10/34 (29%) achieved




[Problem with coordinating conjunctions.]  


CC(8)
read and respond to other students’
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



work in peer review process

D = 34/34 (100%) achieved





[Students do read and respond, but result





is not very critically helpful.]  




(5)
I = not observed





D = doubtful accuracy of data





[Students praise each other too much;





they do not want to hurt their peers.]  


CC(9)
revise content and edit composition
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



for grammar and mechanics

D = 12/34 (35%) achieved





[Students do grammar review in each





assigned chapter from the text.  They




seem to understand lessons/activities,





but application to essay-writing weak.]  



(7)
I = not observed




D = 10/34 (29%) achieved




[Students were still struggling with the





use of WordCheck.]  


CC(10)
submit multiple drafts to meet cri-
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


teria stated by instructor

[No problem.]  



[CC essay went through 4 drafts – 
(6)
D = 29/34 (85%) achieved



the first two through point-by-point,

[Instructor may have confused a few


the third through block, and the

students because of the switch from


fourth back to point-by-point.]  

point-by-point to block and back to point-




by-point.]  

Clas(1)
analyze reading selections that
(5)
I = not assigned


illustrate common principles of

[Instructor assigned no text selection;


classification

rather teacher modeling was done.]  



[Instructor prepared a classification
(6)
D = 31/34 (91%) achieved



essay of his own, distributed it as

[A simple knowledge quiz of 4 items on


a hand-out, and let students read it

student reading of the hand-out.]  



– instead of a text selection.]  


Clas(2)
use prewriting techniques to gen-
(1)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved


erate ideas

[Instructor used another thinking map by




Hyerle – tree map.  Limited success.]    

Clas(3)
determine appropriate categories,
(3)
I = 30/34 (88%) achieved


and assign members

D = not measured


[Students experienced some diffi-

[Students engaged in cooperative learn-


culty because they do not have the

ing; individual achievement not recorded.]  



knowledge base of knowing how
(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


categories are organized.  Instruc-

D = 29/34 (85%) achieved



tor reinforced the lesson on the tree

[Unity and logical organization good, but



map with Venn diagrams and with

not necessarily coherence.]  



inductive/deductive thinking pat-


terns.]  


Clas(4)
develop a thesis statement that
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


limits the essay to one appropriate

D = 28/34 (82%) achieved



principle of classification

[Several students struggled through this





lesson.  They just did not know nor under-





stand the logic of limitation.]  




(2)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




D = 28/34 (82%) achieved





[Same struggle.]  




(3)
D = 28/34 (82%) achieved





[Same struggle.]  


Clas(5)
compose a turn-about introduction
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


[Instructor taught five kinds of

D = 5/34 (15%) achieved



introduction using inductive think-

[Students struggled with turn-about.]  


ing – not only turn-about but also
(5)
I = not taught




simple induction, dramatic entrance,

D = not observed


relevant quotation, and funnel.]  
(6)
I = not taught




D = not observed




[Students used other kinds of inductive





Introduction – rather than turn-about – 





and wrote relatively well.]  


Clas(6)
support thesis with developmental
(2)
D = 32/34 (94%) achieved


paragraphs

[Students understand the idea of support-




ing details, and they can describe, define,





and give examples.]  




(3)
D = 32/34 (94%) achieved




[Very little problem.]  


Clas(7)
include coherence devices
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



(6)
D = 24/34 (71%) achieved




[Students studied grammar review on





correlative conjunctions, but they failed





to comprehend application.]  


Clas(8)
read and respond to other students’
(1)
I = not done


work in peer review process

D = not observed



[Instructor chose not to use this
(5)
I = not done


activity.]

D = not observed


Clas(9)
revise the content and edit the
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



composition for grammar and

D = 10/34 (29%) achieved



mechanics

[Students were still struggling with gram-





mar and mechanics, even though they





generally studied grammar review at the





end of the text chapter.]  




(7)
I = not observed





D = not measured


Clas(10)
submit multiple drafts to meet cri-
(1)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


teria stated by instructor
(6)
D = 23/34 (68%) achieved


[Classification essay went through

[A third of the students had difficulty with


only two drafts.]  

coherence and logical organization.]  

PA(1)
analyze reading selections to deter-
(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


mine difference between the two
(6)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved



types of process essays

[No problem.]  



[Instructor modeled both types on


the blackboard.]  


PA(2)
use prewriting techniques to gen-
(1)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved


erate ideas

[Instructor used another thinking map – 





flow map.]  


PA(3)
plan the essay
(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[Difficulty among students in considering





an audience.]  




(6)
D = 30/34 (88%) achieved





[Chronology easy for most students to




Understand.]  

PA(4)
develop a persuasive thesis that
(2)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved



identifies process analysis

D = 30/34 (88%) achieved



[Instructor encouraged students to
(3)
D = 30/34 (88%) achieved



use a hook.]  
(4)
D = 30/34 (88%) achieved






[The use of hook helped most students





to understand persuasive language.  In




addition, instructor allowed students to





use any inductive introduction – not only





dramatic entrance.]  

PA(5)
organize the essay
(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[Notwithstanding awareness of audience,





student writing included purpose/tone.]  




(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




D = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[Among the various essays, this one was





the most successful for students.]  


PA(6)
employ coherence devices
(6)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved




[Surprisingly, students understood how to





use participial phrases and adverbial





clauses.]  





D = 33/34 (100%) achieved




[Students completed lessons in grammar





review in the text chapter.]  




(7)
I = not observed





D = not measured

PA(7)
read and respond to other students’
(1)
I = discontinued



work in peer review process

D = discontinued




(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved





D = not measured


PA(8)
revise the content and edit com-
(1)
D = not observed


position for grammar/mechanics
(7)
D = not observed


PA(9)
submit multiple drafts to meet cri-
(1)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved



teria stated by instructor

[Very few problems.]  



[Process analysis essay went
(6)
D = 34/34 (100%) achieved


through only 2 drafts.]  

[Very few problems.]  


CE(1)
analyze reading selections which
(5)
I = 34/34 (100%) achieved


illustrate types of cause-and-effect

[No problem in following cause-effect


organization

flow mapping.]  


[Instructor did teacher modeling,
(6)
D = not fully observed


by showing the thinking map called

[Student groups of 3 produced different


multi-flow map on global warming.]

sections of the essay, and all sections were




 integrated into a single class essay.


CE(2)
use prewriting techniques to gen-
(1)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved



erate ideas

[Instructor assigned each group a parti-




cular topic from the multi-flow map, and





through cooperative learning all groups





completed prewriting techniques to ex-





plain cause-and-effect by topic.]  


CE(3)
develop a thesis on a topic which
(2)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved


illustrates one type of cause-effect

[Each type of organization varied within


organization

each group.  In effect, student learning




initially was limited to only one type.]  




(3)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved




[No problem.]  




(6)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved




[No problem.]  


CE(4)
employ coherence devices
(6)
D = 27/34 (79%) achieved





[In two groups of 3, students had a hard





time with coherence, particularly with





coordinating conjunctions.]  




(7)
D = not observed


CE(5)
read and respond to other students’
(1)
I = not observed


work in peer review process

D = not measured




(5)
I = not observed





D = not measured


CE(6)
revise content and edit composition
(1)
D = not observed



for grammar and mechanics
(7)
D = not observed


CE(7)
submit multiple drafts to meet cri-
(1)
D = 33/34 (97%) achieved



teria stated by instructor

[Instructor did not observe the process of


[Students in each group had to re-

reviewing drafts, inasmuch as each group



View each other’s contribution to

was assigned to do so on its own.]  



their final submission.  CE essay
(6)
D = 27/34 (79%) achieved


went through 3 drafts.]  

[Individual achievement not recorded --




group effort recorded.]  

A(1)
not done

[There was not enough time to begin and

to


complete this essay.]  

A(9)
NOTE:  (*) = There were 34 students in two sections (15 and 19, respectively).  The fraction represents the number and percentage of students who achieved I/D requirement for each SLO.  
Additional Observations:  

•
Data collection for each SLO, by PLO, is exceedingly tedious.  For one thing, there are too many SLOs (57).  Then, for each SLO, it was an extreme hardship to record achievement for each student (34 in all).  
•
Instructor managed – with limited success – to record individual achievement on most SLOs; however, data recordation was not only the only hardship.  Worse was the fact that, after the Spring 2008 semester had ended, time spent on counting the number of students for each recorded SLO was almost intolerable.  It has taken more than two months just to count and determine fractions and percentages of achievement.  This kind of course assessment is not worth the effort.  
•
Time spent on data collection and analysis violates the principle of feedback so that students could not benefit from formative assessment.  

Grading Distribution:


A
B
C
D
F
Total


6
10
13
-0-
5
34
Special Comments:  

•
The course assessment form limits the kind of quantitative data to be collected.  To be sure, it is still possible to collect useful information, especially that on how poorly students do in supporting details, vocabulary, and grammar.  
•
For that reason, I have prepared two special reports (more macrocosmic) that may help clarify what we must do to improve course offering.  They were written in December 2007 and June 2008 and are attached as appendixes.  
Recommendations for Change to Improve Student Learning:  

•
Many SLOs are not learning outcomes; rather, they are process activities.  They should be eliminated and transformed into activities.  If not, no instructor will participate in conducting course assessment!  In effect, the course assessment form is good, but, given 57 SLOs, course assessment becomes non-productive.  
Submitted by: _____________________
Position: _____________________

Signature: ________________________
Date: ________________________
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