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Discipline Course Number Title 

Web Design and 

Development 
210 

WEB 210 10/15/2022-Web 

Development II 

College Division Department 

Business and Computer 

Technologies 

Business and Computer 

Technologies 
Digital Media Arts (new) 

Faculty Preparer Jason Withrow 

Date of Last Filed Assessment Report 02/25/2019  

I. Review previous assessment reports submitted for this course and provide the following 

information. 

1. Was this course previously assessed and if so, when?  

Yes  

The course was previously assessed in 2018. 

2. Briefly describe the results of previous assessment report(s).  

Students met the standards of success for all outcomes. 

3. Briefly describe the Action Plan/Intended Changes from the previous report(s), when 

and how changes were implemented.  

The rubric used for grading final projects was targeted for improvements and those 

improvements were made. 

II. Assessment Results per Student Learning Outcome 

Outcome 1: Identify the HTML5 tags and attributes used in page layout, accessible markup 

and media-specific implementation as it regards to HTML5.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 



o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 

students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021, 2020   2022, 2021, 2020      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

54 39 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Some students did not complete the final project, usually because they had stopped 

submitting work and had not withdrawn. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

All students were included from all sections, assuming they had completed the 

final project. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

A departmentally-developed rubric was used for the final project. The rubric has 

100 points total and is split into 5 areas of 20 points each, one for each of the five 

outcomes. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 

Students met this outcome, with 87% of them meeting or exceeding the 75% 

threshold for the relevant portion of the rubric. The standard of success refers to an 



overall average, which is less sensitive than looking at the average for just the 

relevant part of the rubric, so the more sensitive measure was used. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

This proved to be the strongest performance on all of the outcomes, which makes 

sense because the HTML skills are the basic foundation of everything that is done 

on the web. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

As coding standards and best practices continue to evolve, the material will be 

updated to reflect that. 

 

 

Outcome 2: Identify the CSS properties and values used in page layout and advanced 

styling.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 

students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021, 2020   2022, 2021, 2020      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

54 39 



3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Some students did not complete the final project, usually because they had stopped 

submitting work and had not withdrawn. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

All students were included from all sections, assuming they had completed the 

final project. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

A departmentally-developed rubric was used for the final project. The rubric has 

100 points total and is split into 5 areas of 20 points each, one for each of the five 

outcomes. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 

Students met this outcome, with 82% of them meeting or exceeding the 75% 

threshold for the relevant portion of the rubric.  The standard of success refers to 

an overall average, which is less sensitive than looking at the average for just the 

relevant part of the rubric, so the more sensitive measure was used. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

CSS is a huge standard, and students still mix things up sometimes or choose a 

non-optimal set of properties to achieve a visual result.  The goal, as always, is to 

improve through more practice, and that's what WEB 210 offers (a lot of practice). 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

As coding standards and best practices continue to evolve, the material will be 

updated to reflect that. 



 

 

Outcome 3: Implement modern accessibility techniques.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 

students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021, 2020   2022, 2021, 2020      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

54 39 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Some students did not complete the final project, usually because they had stopped 

submitting work and had not withdrawn. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

All students were included from all sections, assuming they had completed the 

final project. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  



A departmentally-developed rubric was used for the final project. The rubric has 

100 points total and is split into 5 areas of 20 points each, one for each of the five 

outcomes. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: No 

Students came close to meeting this outcome, with 79% of them meeting or 

exceeding the 75% threshold for the relevant portion of the rubric. The standard of 

success refers to an overall average, which is less sensitive than looking at the 

average for just the relevant part of the rubric, so the more sensitive measure was 

used. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Accessibility requires a set of testing skills that students sometimes struggle to 

develop and make a regular practice. The students who did poorly on this were not 

doing the necessary testing that would have identified the accessibility 

shortcomings. We always tell the students not to assume that just because they 

wrote it, that it will work. They have to verify that it works. Sometimes losing 

points is the best way for students to realize that they need to test their code more. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Additional demonstrations of assistive technologies / testing tools will be added. 

 

 

Outcome 4: Create valid graphical web page layouts that properly render cross-browser and 

cross-platform using a variety of techniques, including implementing some layouts in front-

end frameworks.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 



o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 

students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021, 2020   2022, 2021, 2020      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

54 39 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Some students did not complete the final project, usually because they had stopped 

submitting work and had not withdrawn. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

All students were included from all sections, assuming they had completed the 

final project. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

A departmentally-developed rubric was used for the final project. The rubric has 

100 points total and is split into 5 areas of 20 points each, one for each of the five 

outcomes. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 

Students met this outcome, with 84% of them meeting or exceeding the 75% 

threshold for the relevant portion of the rubric. The standard of success refers to an 



overall average, which is less sensitive than looking at the average for just the 

relevant part of the rubric, so the more sensitive measure was used. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

This proved to be the second strongest performance on all of the outcomes, which 

is not surprising because the students create a lot of layouts, and cross-browser 

testing is always part of the assignment. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

As coding standards and best practices continue to evolve, the material will be 

updated to reflect that. 

 

 

Outcome 5: Write basic JavaScript to modify document behavior and appearance.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 

students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021, 2020   2022, 2021, 2020      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

54 39 



3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Some students did not complete the final project, usually because they had stopped 

submitting work and had not withdrawn. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

All students were included from all sections, assuming they had completed the 

final project. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

A departmentally-developed rubric was used for the final project. The rubric has 

100 points total and is split into 5 areas of 20 points each, one for each of the five 

outcomes. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: No 

Students came close to meeting this outcome, with 79% of them meeting or 

exceeding the 75% threshold for the relevant portion of the rubric. The standard of 

success refers to an overall average, which is less sensitive than looking at the 

average for just the relevant part of the rubric, so the more sensitive measure was 

used. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

It is not surprising that this was among the weakest areas of performance, as the 

students are learning a programming language and that can be very 

difficult.  HTML is a document tagging language, CSS is a styling language, and 

JavaScript is a programming language.  That makes JavaScript a big step upward 

for students who have never programmed before. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  



Additional practice exercises will be added that will help to build foundational 

programming skills. 

 

III. Course Summary and Intended Changes Based on Assessment Results 

1. Based on the previous report's Intended Change(s) identified in Section I above, 

please discuss how effective the changes were in improving student learning.  

Updating the rubric for the final project allowed for a more granular, targeted 

assessment of each outcome. 

2. Describe your overall impression of how this course is meeting the needs of 

students. Did the assessment process bring to light anything about student 

achievement of learning outcomes that surprised you?  

Students are generally meeting the standards of success for the outcomes, and 

when they are not meeting the standards of success they are 1% from the 

threshold.  WEB 210 is a difficult course, because it prepares students for 

employment and there are a lot of considerations in a modern web page 

(responsive design, accessibility, etc.).  Some students will struggle more than 

others, and some areas (such as JavaScript) prove to be the most challenging 

because of the nature of the material.  The students who do the best are the ones 

who are passionate about learning the material and who want to be professional 

web developers. 

3. Describe when and how this information, including the action plan, was or will be 

shared with Departmental Faculty.  

The findings will be shared with departmental faculty at, or before, a department 

meeting so that action plans can be discussed. 

4.  

Intended Change(s)  

Intended Change 
Description of the 

change 
Rationale 

Implementation 

Date 

Outcome Language 

Outcomes using 

"Identify" as their 

verb will be updated 

to "Implement". 

The current 

language is more 

appropriate to a 

final exam 

assessment, and we 

are using a final 

project. 

2023 

Assessment Tool 
Standards of 

success will be 

The revised 

phrasing allows for 
2023 



updated to not be an 

overall average, but 

to be an average for 

the relevant part of 

the rubric. 

a more granular, 

focused assessment. 

Course 

Assignments 

Additional 

demonstrations will 

be added for 

assistive technology 

and accessibility 

testing.  Additional 

practice work will 

be added for 

JavaScript. 

Accessibility and 

JavaScript were the 

areas where the 

students did not 

quite achieve the 

standard of success. 

2023 

5. Is there anything that you would like to mention that was not already captured?  

6.  

III. Attached Files 

Assessment Data  

Faculty/Preparer:  Jason Withrow  Date: 10/16/2022  

Department Chair:  Jason Withrow  Date: 10/16/2022  

Dean:  Eva Samulski  Date: 11/01/2022  

Assessment Committee Chair:  Shawn Deron  Date: 02/07/2023  
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Course Assessment Report 
Washtenaw Community College 
 

Discipline Course Number Title 
Web Design and 
Development 210 WEB 210 10/11/2018-Web 

Development II 
Division Department Faculty Preparer 
Business and Computer 
Technologies Digital Media Arts Scott Shaper 

Date of Last Filed Assessment Report  

I. Review previous assessment reports submitted for this course and provide the following 
information. 

1. Was this course previously assessed and if so, when?  

No  

2. Briefly describe the results of previous assessment report(s).  

3.  

4. Briefly describe the Action Plan/Intended Changes from the previous report(s), when 
and how changes were implemented.  

5.  

II. Assessment Results per Student Learning Outcome 

Outcome 1: Identify the HTML5 tags and attributes used in page layout, accessible markup 
and media-specific implementation as it regards to HTML5.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 
students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 



o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

2017, 2016   2018, 2017, 2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
79 52 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

Only the students that completed the final project were assessed. The other 
students had either withdrawn or did not do the final project. During this 
assessment cycle, 52 students out of the 79 students who took this course 
completed the final project. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students from all classes who completed the final project were assessed. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

This assessment was evaluated based upon a final project that was due at the end 
of the semester. The final project consisted of the student having to create a web 
page based upon a design they had submitted and was approved. The design had to 
be a Photoshop file of a web page design. The overall score of the final project 
was derived from a departmental rubric that evaluated the final project based on 
the outcomes listed in the master syllabi. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
According to the data, 80.7% of the students scored a 75% or higher on their final 
project. 



7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

80% of the students scored 75% or higher on this outcome based upon the final 
project.  However, 76% of those students scored 90% or better. What this indicates 
is the students who passed a great majority of them passed with higher-than-
average scores. So for this objective, the ratio of students who really demonstrated 
it well was 75%. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

I feel the students who did the work did a great job, and the data tends to support 
that.  The strange thing about the data is that out of the students who did poorly 
(the 20%), all but one did fairly well on their other assignments, meaning they 
should have done fine on this assignment. This assignment is done at the end of 
the semester. It appears as if the student who did poorly could have done better but 
just gave up, perhaps because they knew they could pass without having to pass 
this assignment. I feel the course overall is okay, but improvements are constantly 
being made. One change I may make is to assess on more than one assignment. I 
think by doing that, I could show that more students are actually successful in this 
class than the assessment of one assignment tends to indicate. 

 
 
Outcome 2: Identify the CSS properties and values used in page layout and advanced 
styling.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 
students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 



2017, 2016   2018, 2017, 2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
79 52 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

Only the students that completed the final project were assessed. The other 
students had either withdrawn or did not do the final project. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students from all classes who completed the final project were assessed. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

This assessment was evaluated based upon a final project that was due at the end 
of the semester. The final project consisted of the student having to create a web 
page based upon a design they had submitted and was approved. The design had to 
be a Photoshop file of a web page design. The overall score of the final project 
was derived from a departmental rubric that evaluated the final project based on 
the outcomes listed in the master syllabi. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
According to the data, 80.7% of the students scored a 75% or higher on their final 
project. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

80% of the students scored 75% or better on this outcome, based upon the final 
project.  However, 76% of those students scored 90% or better. What this indicates 
is the students who passed a great majority of them passed with higher-than-
average scores. So for this objective, the ratio of students who really demonstrated 
it well was 75%. 



8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

I feel the students who did the work did a great job, and the data tends to support 
that.  The strange thing about the data is that out of the students who did poorly 
(the 20%), all but one did fairly well on their other assignments, meaning they 
should have done fine on this assignment. This assignment is done at the end of 
the semester. It appears as if the student who did poorly could have done better but 
just gave up, perhaps because they knew they could pass without having to pass 
this assignment. I feel the course overall is okay, but improvements are constantly 
being made. One change I may make is to assess on more than one assignment. I 
think by doing that I could show that more students are actually successful in this 
class than the assessment of one assignment tends to indicate. 

 
 
Outcome 3: Implement modern accessibility techniques.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 
students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

2017, 2016   2018, 2017, 2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
79 52 



3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

Only the students that completed the final project were assessed. The other 
students had either withdrawn or did not do the final project. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students from all classes who completed the final project were assessed. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

This assessment was evaluated based upon a final project that was due at the end 
of the semester. The final project consisted of the student having to create a web 
page based upon a design they had submitted and was approved. The design had to 
be a Photoshop file of a web page design. The overall score of the final project 
was derived from a departmental rubric that evaluated the final project based on 
the outcomes listed in the master syllabi. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
According to the data, 80.7% of the students scored a 75% or higher on their final 
project. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

80% of the students scored 75%t or better on this outcome, based upon the final 
project.  However, 76% of those students scored 90% or higher. What this 
indicates is the students who passed a great majority of them passed with higher-
than-average scores. So for this objective, the ratio of students who really 
demonstrated it well was 75%. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  



I feel the students who did the work did a great job, and the data tends to support 
that.  The strange thing about the data is that out of the students who did poorly 
(the 20%), all but one did fairly well on their other assignments, meaning they 
should have done fine on this assignment. This assignment is done at the end of 
the semester. It appears as if the student who did poorly could have done better but 
just gave up, perhaps because they knew they could pass without having to pass 
this assignment. I feel the course overall is okay, but improvements are constantly 
being made. One change I may make is to assess on more than one assignment. I 
think by doing that, I could show that more students are actually successful in this 
class than the assessment of one assignment tends to indicate. 

 
 
Outcome 4: Create valid graphical web page layouts that properly render cross-browser and 
cross-platform using a variety of techniques, both old and modern.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 
students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

2017, 2016   2018, 2017, 2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
79 52 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

Only the students that completed the final project were assessed. The other 
students had either withdrawn or did not do the final project. 



4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students from all classes who completed the final project were assessed. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

This assessment was evaluated based upon a final project that was due at the end 
of the semester. The final project consisted of the student having to create a web 
page based upon a design they had submitted and was approved. The design had to 
be a Photoshop file of a web page design. The overall score of the final project 
was derived from a departmental rubric that evaluated the final project based on 
the outcomes listed in the master syllabi. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
According to the data, 80.7% of the students scored a 75% or higher on their final 
project. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

80 percent of the student scored 75 percent or better on this outcome based upon 
the final project.  However, 76 percent of those students scored 90 percent or 
better.  What this indicates is the students who passed a great majority of them 
passed with better than average scores.  So for this objective the ratio of students 
who really demonstrated it well, was 75%. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

I feel the students who did the work did a great job and the data tends to support 
that.  The strange thing about the data is the students who did poorly (the 20%) all 
but one did fairly well on their other assignments, meaning they should have done 
fine on this assignment.  This assignment is done at the end of the semester.  It 
appears as if the student who did poorly could have done better but just gave up, 
perhaps because they knew they could pass without having to pass this 
assignment.  I feel the course overall is okay, but improvements are constantly 
being done.  One change I may make is to evaluate on more than one 



assignment.  I think by doing that I could show that more students are actually 
successful in this class then the evaluation of one assignment tends to indicate. 

 
 
Outcome 5: Diagnose problems with a web page and make or document the corrections 
needed.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Final Project 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2017 

o Course section(s)/other population: All  

o Number students to be assessed: All 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally-developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: At least 80% of the 
students will achieve an overall average of 75% or higher. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

2017, 2016   2017, 2016, 2018      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
79 52 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

Only the students that completed the final project were assessed. The other 
students had either withdrawn or did not do the final project. During this 
assessment cycle, 52 out of the 79 students who took this course completed the 
final project. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students from all classes who completed the final project were assessed. 



5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

This assessment was evaluated based upon a final project that was due at the end 
of the semester. The final project consisted of the student having to create a web 
page based upon a design they had submitted and was approved. The design had to 
be a Photoshop file of a web page design. The overall score of the final project 
was derived from a departmental rubric that evaluated the final project based on 
the outcomes listed in the master syllabi. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
According to the data, 80.7% of the students scored a 75% or higher on their final 
project. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

80% of the students scored 75% or higher on this outcome, based upon the final 
project.  However, 76% of those students scored 90% or better. What this indicates 
is the students who passed a great majority of them passed with higher than 
average scores. So for this objective, the ratio of students who really demonstrated 
it well was 75%. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

I feel the students who did the work did a great job, and the data tends to support 
that.  The strange thing about the data is that out of the students who did poorly 
(the 20%), all but one did fairly well on their other assignments, meaning they 
should have done fine on this assignment. This assignment is done at the end of 
the semester. It appears as if the student who did poorly could have done better but 
just gave up, perhaps because they knew they could pass without having to pass 
this assignment. I feel the course overall is okay, but improvements are constantly 
being made. One change I may make is to assess on more than one assignment. I 
think by doing that, I could show that more students are actually successful in this 
class than the assessment of one assignment tends to indicate. 

 

III. Course Summary and Intended Changes Based on Assessment Results 



1. Based on the previous report's Intended Change(s) identified in Section I above, 
please discuss how effective the changes were in improving student learning.  

2.  

3. Describe your overall impression of how this course is meeting the needs of 
students. Did the assessment process bring to light anything about student 
achievement of learning outcomes that surprised you?  

I do believe this course is meeting the needs of the students. A person who has to 
create web pages in the industry must be able to build a web page based upon a 
Photoshop file.  They also must understand responsive design, web accessibility, 
and JavaScript. This course gives them instruction in all of those areas, and this 
evaluation specifically evaluates them on the above-mentioned task.  What 
surprised me was the student who did not score 75% or better on this project did 
so because they just chose not to do it, as their grades on other projects were very 
good. Also, of those students who scored higher than 75%, most of them scored 
higher than 90%, showing that the vast majority that passed this evaluation did 
very well. 

4. Describe when and how this information, including the action plan, was or will be 
shared with Departmental Faculty.  

I will discuss the result of this assessment with fellow department faculty and see 
what can be done to improve things. 

5.  
Intended Change(s)  

Intended Change Description of the 
change Rationale Implementation 

Date 

Other: Rubric 

I will be adding a 
more accurate 
rubric to 
Blackboard in order 
to better grade the 
final project based 
upon the 
outcomes.     

Currently, the 
assessment does not 
make a direct line to 
the particular 
outcomes. What 
was evaluated was a 
final project which 
did encapsulate the 
outcomes, but more 
generally. There 
was no specific 
measurement to an 
outcome. The rubric 
will help in making 
sure that the 

2019 



evaluation of a part 
of the project 
matches the 
outcome that the 
student needs to 
show proficiency in. 

6. Is there anything that you would like to mention that was not already captured?  

7.  

III. Attached Files 
 

Faculty/Preparer:  Scott Shaper  Date: 11/20/2018  
Department Chair:  Ingrid Ankerson  Date: 11/28/2018  
Dean:  Eva Samulski  Date: 12/05/2018  
Assessment Committee Chair:  Shawn Deron  Date: 02/25/2019  
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