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Objective Descriptors

Dbjective |ID: 535 Status: Incomplete Objective Purpose: 3 Program Review

To offer correctionsl training to our studs . in order 1o gualify them for jobs in this growing market.

Plznning Years
Planning Year Start Date End Date

® 2015-2016 - (Current) oTM/2015 0&3N2016
Planning Unit Goals EETEA Resource Plans (W Add/Edit | Planning Pricrities B AddiEdit
@ Institutional safety and inmate control | There are no records to display | | @ Stedent Success |

Probation and Parcle Concepts

Institutional Goals Bl Acid/Edit
Educational Master Plan 2012-2013

@2 Goal Two - Student Leaming Programs and Services

21 Goal Two - Student Leaming Programs and Services = Instructional Programs Mest Needs of Stedents

[2* ks or Steps to Accompiish Objective 4 Expana Al
Wirite CCCCO program approval form for submittal to Curriculem approval.

Start Date: 10M68/2015 Type: Quantitative Priority: High Budget: 30
Dwe Date: IS08/2015 Completion Date: ISMO3/2015 Status: Incomplete More ==

Total Objective Budget: $0

\f What Measurement Tools or Methodologies Will You Use for this Objective?
| Date Description |
[ 10r18/2015 Submit approved Curriculum to COCCO and ACCJC for approval. |
g-'j How Will Intended Results Improve Student Success or Program Effectiveness?
Diate Description
Luetyn e i) ] Stwedents interested in careers within the {3) local comrectionsl or other state institutions could wse the CS1 Acsdemy to
ensure job placermsnt in that indwestry.

@ Objective Status and Use of Results in Resource Allocation for Next Planning Year m
I'I'heteae mo records o display I
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| Date Unit Code Unit HName Mot I.Jmt M-anaﬂ-er
| m2m1rz018 24110 Administration of Justice/POST Wells, Edward |

e Associated Accreditation Standards or Other Standards
IThElEElE mo recards fo display I
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| Outcome Planning Lnit View |

| {251 208 - 5LO #3 (Correctional Science, AS. and Cernificats) Correctional Science, A5, and Certificate “iew




Assessment Outcome Detail
My SPOL > Assessment > My Outcomes > 30C 101 - 500 #3 (Sociology for Transfer, A 4.-T))

Outcome Details

SOC 101 - SLO #3 (Sociology for Qutcome Effectiveness
Transfer, AA-T.) N
3. Distinguish different major sociological 68 ] 8 D/ﬂ- O

theoretical perspectives that explain zocial

behavior. (ILO2, ILO4, ILOS) G ra p h

¥ Add to Scorecards

— Projecied — Achual  Wiew Average Results

Outcome Descriptors

Projected Score: 80 % Actual Score: 55 % Weighted Score: G2.3 %% Plannimg Year: 2015-2016
Program: Sociology for Transfer, A _A-T. Cutcome Type: Course-Level Student Learning Outcomes

Operational 5tatus: Data Collection Stage

Planning Years

PManning Year Start Date End Date

) 2425 oTmii2014 302015
0Fou2Ms 6202016

@ 2015-2046 - (Current)

O Institutional Learning Cutcomes

Ilgnore this Goal in 2014-2013
| [ @ Critical Thinking |

|'I'her\es.remremtd51niiq:lhf

Institutional Goals
Educational Master Plan 2012-2015
@2 Goal Two - Student Learning Programs and Services
2.1 Goal Two - Student Learming Programs and Services —= Instructional Programs Meet Meeds of Students
_‘é Program Courses m
| Course Syllabus Skill Lewel |
[ 30C 101 - Introduction to Sockckegy Undetermined |
G Measurement Tools or Methodologies to be Usad m
LE RN L BE.8 “m

S50C 101 - 5L0O #3 |{Sociology for Transfer, A A-T)
Students are to respond to @ shor-answer quiz. They should b= able to state the principle deas of each theory (structwral-
functionalism, conflict theory, and symbolic interactionism) and identify how each theory explains social behavior. Students showld

apply the theory to demonstrate
W Summarize Data Results 5] At | (85 Ecit
Diate Description
HMIZFr2M G Five sections of Soc. 101 were assessed. In class 1 (MW 4:45) 21 students were assessed. 4 students got 10075, 1
student got £33, 3 students got 875%, & students got 50 2 students got 17% and 2 students got 0%. In class 2 (MW

2:00). 30 students were assessed. 3 stwdents gat 100%. 4 stuedents got 83%, 3 students got 87%. 2 stwdents gat 50%.
T students got 333, T students got 173% and 4 students got 074, In the third class (MW 11:20), 25 students were
assessed. 3 students got 1007, § students got B3%., G students got 873, 4 students got 50, & students got 33%, 0
students got 17% and 1 stwdent got 0%, In the fourth class, {TTH B8:40) 21 students were assessed. 1 student got
100%, 4 students got 3%, & students got 87%., 2 students got 50%%, 3 students got 33%., 4 students got 173% and 1
student got 0% In class 5, 18 students were assessed. 3 students got 100%, 2 students got 833, 5 students got 573,
1 student got 50%, 2 students got 33% 2 students got 17% and 2 students got 0%

3 Program or Course Improvements BEased on Data m lm
Diate Description
272018 SBtudents seemed to hawe more confusion with structeral-functional theory. | will make sure to clearly emphasize the

differences between that and conflict theory. Also, the assignment asked stuedents to apply or use each theory with 2
topic we had talked about in class but some students neglected this part of the assignment. | will slso emphasize that

application of the theory is necessary for full credit.




