SPRING 2013 SLO/PLO ASSESSMENT REPORT
Date: 6/25/13
Name of Person Reporting: David Jordan
Name of Department and/or Discipline: Law 
1. What courses/certificates/programs have you assessed this past semester?

All 12 of our law classes (with the exception of Bus. Law 2). 
Summarize the analysis of your assessment results for courses in your area including what benchmarks (standards for student success) were established for achievement of the SLO(s). 

We conducted a second assessment on the ethics case to measure the  improvement (or change) from Spring 2012 to Spring 2013.  We selected 4 new criteria which are clarity, accuracy, relevancy, and depth. These levels of analysis are higher order of skills based upon Blooms Taxonomy. 
Below is the grading rubric we used in the assessment.

Assessment Results
	 
	Good
10.00 pts.
	Fair
5.00 pts.
	Poor
2.00 pts.

	Clarity 
	Good
Student elaborates on the application of the appropriate ethical principles to solve the ethics case study 
	Fair
Student partially elaborates on the application of the appropriate ethical principles to solve the ethics case study 
	Poor
Student does not elaborate on the application of the appropriate ethical principles to solve the ethics case study 
	8.0 (80 %)

	Accuracy
	Good
Student is accurate in the selection of the correct ethical principle to apply in solving the ethics case study 
	Fair
Student is somewhat accurate in the selection of the correct ethical principle to apply in solving the ethics case study
	Poor
Student is inaccurate in the selection of the correct ethical principle to apply in solving the ethics case study
	7.4 (74 %)

	Relevance
	Good
Student provides analysis that is relevant to the solution of the ethics case study 
	Fair
Student provides some analysis that is relevant to the solution of the ethics case study 
	Poor
Student provides little or analysis that is relevant to the solution of the ethics case study 
	8.0 (80 %)

	Depth
	Good
Student is able to grasp and discuss the complexities and difficulties of the ethics case study. 
	Fair
Student is able to grasp and discuss some of the complexities and difficulties of the ethics case study. 
	Poor
Student is unable able to grasp and discuss any of the complexities and difficulties of the ethics case study. 
	7.4 (74 %)


2. Based on the discussion and analysis of your assessment results, what changes have you made or do you plan to make?

We required students each semester to read, analyze and discuss materials on ethics and critical thinking – see http://abogado.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/67230918/ethics-materials.pdf

3. Follow up on previous assessments - 
:  
 (1) If this SLO was assessed previously, compare the results with the earlier assessments.  Have the recommended changes been implemented?  

Below are the comparison of results between the assessments made in Spring 2012 and Spring 2013. 

Ethics Case Study
	Class
	Assessment 2012
	Assignment 2013
	Net Gain

	Law 1 
	37% 
	75%
	38% 

	Law 2 
	85% 
	- 
	- 

	Law 10 
	76% 
	86% 
	10% 

	Law 11 
	74% 
	91% 
	17% 

	Law 12 
	85% 
	86% 
	1% 

	Law 13 
	75% 
	77% 
	75% 

	Law 16 
	85% 
	91% 
	6% 

	Law 17
	80% 
	89% 
	9% 

	Law 18
	76% 
	82% 
	6% 

	Law 19
	81% 
	90% 
	9% 

	Law 20
	82% 
	96% 
	14% 

	Law 34
	88% 
	91% 
	3% 

	Summary
	79% 
	87% 
	+8% 




(2) How have the findings led to improved student learning and the achievement of the college mission?  

What we learned is that if we imbed learning through content rich materials, and accompanying critical thinking discussions and do this throughout all of our law classes at the beginning of the semester (when students are very ready to absorb materials, and not at the end of the semester), we found that the skill set of critical thinking and analyzing using higher order Bloom Taxonomy skills, such as clarify (explain, and elaborate), accuracy (select the correct ethical principles), relevant (analysis that is relevant to the solution of the ethics case problem), and depth(analysis describes, understands, and appreciates the complexity of the issues framed in the ethics case. 

4. How have the results of your assessments been shared and discussed among the members of your program?  (Provide dates and any minutes of meetings as evidence.)

The analysis was just completed in our law department, and results will be appropriately shared through this report, and the analysis of the data at - http://abogado.pbworks.com/w/page/67230705/SLO%20ETHICS%202

5. How have the results of your assessments been shared and discussed with members of your advisory committee (if vocational program)?

In our next advisory committee meeting we will share the results and discuss further assessments both in ethics and in critical thinking skills
6. What resource requests are planned as a result of the assessments?

No resource requests are required at this time. 
7. Have the assessment results been posted on the online system?

All assessment results have now been posted at the online SLO system. 
Written responses to these questions are due by e-mail to the SLO Coordinator Pat Flood by Friday, June 21, 2013.  
