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COURSE ASSESSMENT REPORT (Blackboard Data) 

 

Course Title and Number: ENL102  

English Composition II 

Academic Term and Year of Assessment 

Activity (Ex: Fall, 2014) Spring 2020 

Report Submitted By J. McGee Number of Students Assessed: 108 
• 108 in cohort 

• 101 completed A-F 

• 95 passed A-D 

Date Report Submitted: 11/13/20 Number of Sections Included: 7 

Course Delivery Format (list all modalities used in sections assessed.  Ex: web based, VDL, 

traditional section, hybrid course, etc.): Live x 6, Web x 1 

  

Course Role in the Curriculum 

Provide a description of the role the course serves in the curriculum (i.e. general education 

requirement, program technical core, restricted elective, etc.). Note all as appropriate.  

ENL102 builds upon those skills developed in ENL101 and is a general education requirement. Students 

are exposed to additional forms of composition and are expected to demonstrate a higher level of 

proficiency in writing. Major emphases are the construction of research papers and the analysis of 

concepts, arguments, and language use for impact. Prerequisites include ENL101, CLEP, OR students 

may test out of this course by passing a challenge test at 80% or better prior to starting the course. 

 

Previous Assessment Reports and Results 

Date of Previous Assessment: Spring 2018 

List of Outcomes Not Met: 2C 

Summary of Actions Taken to Address Unmet Learning Outcomes: Append additional pages if 

necessary. If appending, include notation in box to “See attached”.  

The spring 2018 CAR reassessed four outcomes that had not met the 75% performance level in the spring 

2016 CAR: 1e, 2c, 2e, and 3b.  

 

Of these four outcomes, three had improved to meet or exceed the 75% performance standard (1e, 2e, 

and 3b). Outcome 2c, however, failed to meet the 75% level. It was reported at 64% (an 8% drop from 

the 2016 CAR).  

 

The conclusion of the spring 2018 report observed that learning outcome 2c had decreased from the 

previous assessment and was “in urgent need of reinforcement.” It was also determined that while 

learning outcomes 2e and 3b had met the 75% performance standard, they were not yet firmly established 

and “would benefit from further reinforcement.” 

 

Assessment Methods 

Provide a description of the assessment process used.  Include description of instrument and 

performance standards in description. Note all methods.  

ENL102 is assessed through a variety of graded assignments, to include reading responses, writing 

exercises, essays, and a final research paper.  

 

The major essays (three) and the final research paper account for more than half of the students’ grade. In 

order to present a course standard, a scoring rubric (Appendix A) is applied. The rubric references the 

course learning outcomes by examining the same four compositional skills: 

1) Conceptual/Thesis 



Revised 1-11-19 

 

Approved Assessment Committee: 11/16/2020 

Approved LOT: 3/18/2019 

2) Development and Support 

3) Structuring 

4) Language 

 

The production of compositions is supported by a detailed planning process in which students lay out 

their thesis, the topics of body paragraphs in the essay, and any evidence to be included. 

 

 

Assessment Results: Course Overview 

Information concerning pass rates and the breakdown of grades has been compiled across all seven sections. 

However, assessment of the course, and the performance levels of this report’s assessed learning outcomes 

(1d, 2c, 2e, 3b) come from three sections. The instructors of the other four sections are no longer employed 

with the college and thus, were not able to be reached to provide data. Furthermore, Blackboard was not 

used in those courses and so no data could be pulled that way.  

 

Pass Rates: 

• 108 students enrolled for ENL102 in spring 2019. 101 completed the course and earned a grade A-

F. 

• Of these 101 completing students, 95 passed with a grade A-D and 6 were awarded an F. 

• Of the 7 students who did not complete the course, 4 students withdrew, and 3 students earned a UF 

due to non-attendance. 

• Dividing the number of passes (95) by the full cohort (108) gives a raw pass rate of 87.9%. 

• Dividing the number of passes (95) by a cohort from which non-completing students have been 

removed (101) gives a completers’ pass rate of 94.1%. 

• A section-by-section breakdown of grades and pass rates can be found in Appendix B. 
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Course Performance: 

 

Section MHE 
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Course Performance: 

 

Section EEE 
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Assessment Results: Detail by Goal 

Learning Outcomes: 

 

Section MHE 
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Section EEE 
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Section A11 did not use Blackboard for the course and the instructor reported the following class averages 

for those learning outcomes this CAR is focused on (1d, 2c, 2e, 3b): 

 

1D – Read critically: Class average = 81% 

 

2C – Carefully document all sources: Class average = 94% 

 

2E – Use academic databases and library sources for research: Class average = 90% 

 

3B – Incorporate correct and appropriate quotations: Class average = 82% 

 

Compiled Learning Outcomes Performance Across Three Reported Sections 

 

Learning Outcome Indicators Percent of Correct 

Responses 

75% Performance 

Standard Met? (Yes or 

No) 

1D – Read Critically Critical reading 

questions on essays and 

articles; Dialogic 

assignment; Analytical 

research exercise; Peer 

essay analysis; 

Summary activities; 

Story examination. 

 

 

 

 

 

86 

 

 

 

 

Yes 
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2C -  Carefully 

Document All Sources 

Citation in all plans and 

essays; Paraphrase and 

summary exercises; 

Annotated bibliography 

 

89 

 

Yes 

2E -  Use Academic 

Databases and Library 

Resources For Research 

Essays and essay plans; 

Annotated bibliography; 

Scholar exploration; 

Research proposal and 

research paper. 

 

88 

 

Yes 

3B – Incorporate 

Correct and Appropriate 

Quotations 

Dialogic worksheets; 

logbook exercises; 

Critical reading 

questions on essays and 

articles; Analytical 

research exercise; All 

essays and essay plans; 

Research proposal and 

research paper 

 

 

 

86 

 

 

 

Yes 

    
 

* Please note if using a different minimum performance standard. 

 

All four learning outcomes have met or exceeded the 75% performance standard. Additionally, each of 

the assessed learning outcomes in this report have increased since spring 2018. 

 

• 1D – Not assessed in the last report 

• 2C – A 25% increase 

• 2E – A 13% increase 

• 3B – An 11% increase 

 

Conclusions 

Provide a brief summary of conclusions derived based on analysis of data.  Append additional 

pages if necessary. If appending, include notation in box to “See attached”.  

• The raw pass rate (87.9%) and completer pass rate (94.1%) not only exceed the 75% 

performance standard, but they have increased from the previous CAR (spring 2018) by 1.1% 

and 3.7%, respectively. This indicates that ENL102 is performing well in terms of students 

completing and passing the course. 

• All learning outcomes continue to be met at 80% or above. 

• Learning outcome 2C, which was “in urgent need of reinforcement” has seen a dramatic 

increase (25%) in performance. 

• While this data does demonstrate a strong performance, it is important to note that it is not 

wholly compiled with data from every section. Passing rates and grade levels from all 

sections demonstrate a high success rate, but learning outcomes need to be measured that way 

as well. It is vitally important that class averages and performance for each learning outcome 

be measured and submitted for each section so that a more accurate assessment can be made 

of the course performance.  

 

Action Plan and Date for Reassessment 

Identify action plan for improvement or maintaining current performance levels including 

outcomes identified for re-assessment, curriculum revision, LOT proposal, new or revised course 



Revised 1-11-19 

 

Approved Assessment Committee: 11/16/2020 

Approved LOT: 3/18/2019 

activities to reinforce learning outcomes, etc.  Append additional pages if necessary. If 

appending, include notation in box to “See attached”.  

1. Instructors should be encouraged to use Blackboard for their class. This would ensure that should the 

instructor no longer be employed at the college, the data for their classes can still be accessed.  
2. Performance data for all learning outcomes (compiled from all sections) should be closely examined to 

ensure that the data in this report is not only accurate, but maintained.  
3. The creation of a Microsoft Teams area for English faculty should be created and faculty should be 

encouraged to share lessons, assignments, and exercises, along with the learning outcomes they align 

with. This would not only provide a valuable resource for instructors, but potentially create a more 

unified set of performance indicators.  
4. Instructors should be encouraged to read and grade a small selection of essays from other sections, using 

the course rubric and noting how and why they scored each of the four categories. This would help to 

create more stability in how the rubric is used, but also help identify areas of the rubric that may need to 

be revised. 
5. While current course learning outcomes do align themselves with the newly added general education 

course learning outcome, digital literacy, an effort should be made to create more assignments that take 

advantage of technology to not only conduct research, but to create and share the work students submit. 
 

 

Date for Reassessment: Spring 2022 

 

Assessment Committee Recommendation/Approval 

(To be posted by Assessment Committee Chair) 

 Approved as presented 

 Approved with recommendations for future reports (Explanation Required) 

 Resubmission Required.  Reason for Resubmission: 

Date: 11/16/2020 
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Appendix A: Grading Rubric 
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Appendix B: Section-by-section breakdown of grades and pass rates 

 

Sections 

Spring 

2020 

A11 WB1 TEE PCE PEE EEE MHE Totals % 

Enrolled 12 17 3 17 26 8 25 108  

A 3 8 2 6 18 6 13 56 51.8 

B 0 0 1 4 6 1 10 22 20.3 

C 3 1 0 3 1 1 2 11 10.1 

D 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 6 5.5 

F 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 6 5.5 

Completed 11 11 3 17 26 8 25 101 94.1 

W 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 3.7 

UF 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 2.7 

I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 

Raw Pass 91.6% 64.7% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% Course 

Raw 

87.9% 

Completed 

Pass 

81.8% 81.8% 100% 88.2% 100% 100% 100% Course 

Completers 

94.1% 

 


