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Fall 2006 Semester Program Assessment Report

Degree program*:  BA Child & Adolescent Development; BA Child & Adolescent Development, Preparation for Teaching, and MA Child & Adolescent Development


Department:  ChAD

Chair: Toni Campbell
Department Phone:  924-3718

Report Prepared by: Toni Campbell
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*Where multiple program curricula are almost identical, and SLOs and assessment plans are identical, it is acceptable to list more than one program in this report.

Please list all Student Learning Outcomes/Objectives (SLOs) for this program in Tables 1A & 1B. 

Table 1A. Learning Outcomes (all outcomes if one program reported, or common outcomes if multiple programs reported on this form.)
	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	1
	demonstrate advanced knowledge of children's growth and development in four major domains and understand the interrelationships among these domains;

	2
	understand the role of context in the development of children and their socialization by family, community, and society;

	3
	connect theories of child growth and development to social policy, education, and intervention;

	4
	apply theoretical knowledge and problem solving skills in practical situations with children;

	5
	examine and evaluate information about children and families from a variety of sources (e.g., major publications in the field, popular journals, newspapers, websites);

	6
	formulate research and evaluative questions; seek answers;

	7
	read with comprehension and write clearly using APA editorial guidelines;

	8
	demonstrate communication and interpersonal skills for facilitating the development of children and meeting the challenges of working with other professionals; and

	9
	understand ethical and advocacy responsibilities in working with children and families.


Table 1B. Unique Learning Outcomes, if multiple programs reported on this form.
	Program Name:  

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	1-9
	Learning outcomes are identical across degree programs.  Data collection instruments and depth of learning expected differ.


Please complete the schedule of learning outcome assessment below by listing all program SLOs by number down the left column and indicating whether data were/will be collected (C), when they were/will be discussed by your faculty (D) and when changes resulting from those discussions were/will be implemented (I). 

NOTE: * SJSU must provide data to WASC for all SLOs by the end of Sp07.
Table 2

C = data Collected

D = results Discussed
I = changes (if any) Implemented 
	SLO #
	F05 or earlier
	Sp06
	F 06
	Sp07
	F07
	Sp08

	1  BA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	1 MA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	I, if any

	2 BA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	2 MA
	
	
	
	
	C
	D

	3 BA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any

	3 MA
	
	
	C
	D
	I, if any next offered
	

	4 BA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any

	4 MA
	
	
	
	
	
	C

	5 BA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any

	5 MA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	I, if any next offered

	6 BA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any

	6 MA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	7 BA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	7 MA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	8 BA
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any
	D

	8 MA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	I, if any next offered

	9 BA
	
	
	
	C
	D
	C; I, if any

	9 MA
	
	
	C
	D
	I, if any next offered
	


1.  Check the SLOs listed at the UGS Website  (www.sjsu.edu/ugs/assessment/programs/objectives). Do they match the SLOs listed in Tables 1A and 1B?


____X____ YES                _________ NO
2.
Spring 2006 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected in spring 2006 (‘C’ in Sp06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: Instructors in two sections (60 students) of PSYC 150, Anagnos and Cooper, gave an embedded exam question and in their summary  report indicated  the % of students who earned a ’B’ or better, ‘C’, or less than ‘C’ using the same grading rubric for that question.

	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1 -9
	No data were collected


3.
Spring 2006 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected in spring 2006 (‘C’ in Sp06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: 50 employers were surveyed by Margaret Wilkes, Career Planning and Placement about performance of recent hires who graduated from our program in 2004-5.

	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1 -9 
	No data were collected


4. Spring 2006 Findings/Analysis:  Describe the findings that emerged from analysis of data collected in Sp06.  Be specific. For Example: less than 50% of students met criteria for teamwork outcome. OR Employers indicated students have sufficient teamwork skills, no change needed.
	Findings
	NA


5.
Spring 2006 Actions: What actions are planned and/or implemented to address the findings from spring 2006 data? These are indicated by ‘I’ in Table 2 for the SLO data collected in spring ’06. Examples of actions taken include curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management. Be specific. For example: revising ENGR 103 to include more teamwork.)

	Planned
	NA

	Implemented
	NA


6.
Spring 2006 Process Changes: Did your analysis of spring 2006 data result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes or assessment process?  Yes __  No _X__.   


If the answer is yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes and/or assessment plan.

NA
7.
Fall 2006 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected fall 2006 (‘C’ in F06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific. For example: Instructor for MATH 188 (30 students), Stone, gave 3 embedded exam questions and in his summary report indicated the % of students who met or did not meet SLO #2.

	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1 BA
	Smith (Coordinator), Kaul, Mathur, Smith(Instructors); ChAD 163; 120 students; term paper

	2  BA
	Mathur (Coordinator) Black, Connell, Paulson (Instructors); ChAD 168; 122 students; four-to-five-page paper.

	3 MA
	Love (Coordinator) O’Donnell-Johnson (Instructor); ChAD 266; 21 students; social policy research paper

	6  MA
	McVey (Coordinator) Emery (Instructor); ChAD 260A; 16 students, final paper (literature review)

	7  BA
	Campbell (Coordinator), Cava (Instructor); ChAD 100W; 78 students; critical analysis activity.

	7 MA
	McVey (Coordinator), Emery (Instructor); ChAD 260A; 16 students; final paper

	8 BA
	Strage/Campbell (Coordinators), Cava, LeBlanc, Novak (Instructors); ChAD 159/160; 41/38 students; supervising teacher observation report.

	9 MA
	Love (Coordinator), O’Donnell-Johnson (Instructor); ChAD 266; 21 students; final exam


8.
Fall 2006 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected (‘C’ in F06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: 100 alumni were surveyed by the department with questions related to SLOs #1 & #2. 

	
	NA


9. Spring 2007 Direct Measurement: For the SLOs scheduled to be assessed in spring 2007, describe the direct (performance) data that will be collected, how much and by whom.

Be specific, for example: Instructors in two sections of ART144, will assess SLOs #3 & #4 using a common rubric on the students’ final paper.

	SLO#
	Data to be collected, how much, by whom**

	1 MA
	Smith (Coordinator/Instructor); ChAD 260B; 15 students (estm); final exam and MA project

	3 BA
	Lindholm-Leary, McVey, Smith (Coordinators/Instructors); ChAD 195; 80 students (estm); policy paper

	4 BA
	Love (Coordinator) Bee-Gates, Cotton-Bronk, Jedel, O’Donnell-Johnson (Instructors); ChAD 169; 120 students (estm); paper analyzing the motivational components of an existing educational program

	5 BA
	Smith (Coordinator) Blair, Waterman (Instructors); ChAD 170; 120 students (estm); term paper

	5 MA
	McVey (Coordinator/Instructor); ChAD 270; 20 students (estm); video review and discussion

	6 BA
	Love (Coordinator) Bee-Gates, Cotton-Bronk, Jedel, O’Donnell-Johnson (Instructors); ChAD 169; 120 students (estm); writing assignment in which students connect an educational experience in their own lives to at least two of the major motivational theories addressed in class

	8 MA
	McVey (Coordinator/Instructor); ChAD 270; 20 students (estm); roundtable discussion of major theories in child development

	9 BA
	Lindholm-Leary, McVey, Smith (Coordinators/Instructors); ChAD 195; 80 students (estm); final exam question or assignment in which students must demonstrate their understanding of ethical and advocacy responsibilities


10.
Spring 2007 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that will be collected (‘C’ in F06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: graduating seniors in all capstone course sections will be surveyed on curriculum strengths & weaknesses. 

	SLO #
	Data to be collected, how much, by whom**

	
	NA


** Aggregate data must be accessible by Department Chairs and Assessment Facilitators during the WASC visit, March 7-9, 2007. 

Please be sure WASC can be provided data on short notice!
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