ADDENDUM TO COURSE OUTLINE OF RECORD
LASC STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES MATRIX
Course Name & Number:____GENERAL PSYCHOLOGY 1 (PSYCHOLOGY 1)_________________________________________
  Faculty Participants:___Dr. Leonard Apenahier and Professor Bettye Ford______________________________________________
Approved by:  
SLO Committee Chair____________________________________________________________________Date_______________



Department Chair________________________________________________________________________Date_______________



Curriculum Committee Chair_______________________________________________________________Date_______________

	The student will…

(learning outcome—identify at least 2 SLOs)
	As measured by the following method….

(assessment strategy)
	And, if applicable, scored by the following learning rubric.

(provide attachment)
	Results are examined to determine if the outcome is achieved.  Include planned or actual assessment date.
(include results & evaluation if already assessed)
	Recommendations to improve teaching and learning.

(include planned modifications if assessment results have already been analyzed)

	1. Describe the goals of psychology as a science.
2. List, describe and explain theoretical viewpoints in psychology.

3. List and describe major research methods utilized in psychology.


	The three SLOs were assessed by embedding ten questions in the fall final examination of students taking four different Psychology 1 classes. Two of the questions were utilized to define SLO1, five to determine SLO2 and three to compute SLO3. 

Three of the courses were taught by Dr. Apenahier and the fourth by Professor Ford.
Three of the classes were offered in the morning (section 0521, 0522 and 0534) and one was offered in the evening (section 3461). Two of the three morning classes (sections 0521 and 0522) were offered on campus and had fifty-two and thirty-four students, respectively; the third morning class (0534) was offered off-campus and had forty-one students. The evening class had sixteen students. 

It is expected that on the average students will score at least 70% or above on each of the three SLOs.


	
	The four courses were assessed on the following dates:
a. 0521 December 15, 2010.

b. 0522 December16, 2010.

c. 0534 December 14, 2010.

d. 3461 December 14, 2010.

The results were obtained by first calculating the percentage of students who answered each of the SLOs questions correctly and then computing the average percent of the questions that define each SLO. 

The results show that when all the four courses were combined the average percentage scores of the students were as follows: (a) 66.4 for SLO 1 (b) 58.9 for SLO 2 and (c) 50.4 to SLO 3.

So, none of the SLOs met the specified proficiency level of 70%. 

However, a closer look at the data showed interesting instructor differences. When the three courses taught by Dr. Apenahier were combined, the average percentage scores for the students were as follows: (a) 72.1 for SLO 1, (b) 48.2 for SLO 2 and (c) 36.6 for SLO 3.
The average scores of Professor Ford’s students when examined alone were as follows: (a) 52.4 for SLO 1, (b) 80.5 for SLO 2 and (c) 86.1 for SLO 3.

So, for the combined students in Dr. Apenahier’s three classes, SLO 1 reached the specified level of proficiency, while for Professor Ford’s class, both SLO 2 and SLO 3 met the expected profession level.

	The following improvement strategies will be undertaken:

(a) Increase dialogue between psychology instructors;

(b) Provide students with more opportunities for mastery of SLO concepts by providing more in-class and out-of-class activities involving the concepts. 
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