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Section B

Facilitator Report

anthropology Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

BA Program 

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)


http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-Anthropology.htm 

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005


The anthropology department had an assessment retreat on August 19, 2005. During this meeting, the Learning Outcomes were first revised and then further broken down into measurable assessment activities (to determine what students “learn to do” in their classes, rather than just what the department goals are). The revised Learning Outcomes will be sent to Undergraduate Studies so that they can be posted there. The anthropology department is currently collecting data on aspects of LOs 1-10 in fall semester 2005, focusing on its core courses. 

3. 
Direct measures collected

For all of the assessment activities, direct assessment techniques are planned. Six professors will collect data this semester in 17 different assessment activities, from embedded exam questions to the assessment (through rubrics) of presentations and projects. Individual instructors will analyze the data on a preliminary basis.

4. 
Summary of data

The data were collected this semester. Copies of individual assessment activites are on file with the instructors in the anthropology department. The anthropology curriculum committee will meet as a group in spring semester 2006 to discuss the data collected, engage in further analysis, and discuss the findings. 

5. 
Findings


Two instructors reporting:


In Anth 12 (Introduction to Human Evolution), Professor Weiss found that 72% of the students attained Learning Objective 1b: “The relationship of human biology and evolution; analyze a physical trait or behavior and demonstrate how biology and culture are interdependent factors.” In this same class, Learning Objective 3a, “Demonstrate literacy of physical anthropology findings—know 10 major finds in physical anthropology,” was achieved by 62% of the students. Similarly, in Anth 12, 78% of the students achieved Learning Objective 4a: “Identify key thinkers and their theories in anthropology” ; 67% achieved  Learning Objective 5b: “Ability to use maps effectively” and 71% obtained Learning Objective 5b: “Comprehension of migration.”


In Anth 108 (Medical Anthropology), Professor Sikkink assessed Learning Objective 6: Ability to use various forms of anthropological data and literature, and reports the following:


6a: “Ability to access and use library sources” was demonstrated at the ‘mastery’ level by 66% of the students, 14% are at the ‘adequate’ level, .04 are at the introductory level, and 14% are at the inadequate level.


6b: “Ability to access, evaluate, and appropriately use internet resources” was demonstrated at the ‘mastery’ level by 57% of the students, 24% are at the ‘adequate’ level, .04 are at the introductory level, and 14% are at the inadequate level.


6c: “Ability to cite using American Anthropological Association format or comparable style” was achieved by 33% of the students, and not achieved by 66% of the students.

6. 
Actions taken


In process.  

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:


In Spring 2006, additional data will be collected on aspects of LOs 1-10; 11 assessment activities are planned in several courses, overseen by 5 professors. The remaining aspects of LOs 1, 3-4, 7-8, and 10 will be assessed in the academic year 06-07. The exact assignments have yet to be proposed. 

Section B

Facilitator Report

Communication Studies Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

BA Program / MA Program

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

 
http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-Comm.htm 
2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

 
Communication Studies has two programs (BA and MA in Communication Studies).  The Learning Objectives for these programs are the same, and were revised slightly at the faculty meetings in Spring 2005—these revisions will be sent to Undergraduate Studies website. At a faculty meeting in April 2005, the faculty selected one learning objective to assess during Fall, 2005.  This was Learning Objective #3: Information Literacy and Scholarly Practice.  In order to test the assessment method for this learning objective, Dr. Deanna Fassett piloted an assessment in her Summer 2005 COMM 101 course. Over the summer the three COMM 101 instructors for Fall 2005 met to discuss Dr. Fassett’s results and to finalize the assignment.  They agreed to implement assessment of this learning objective in all four sections of COMM 101 in Fall 2005. The Communication Studies Department also held an assessment retreat on August 26, 2005. 

3. 
Direct measures collected

 
The assessment technique for the first learning objective is an embedded direct performance measure.  Students demonstrate their achievement of competence in the discovery and annotation of sources, the correct citation of sources, and several other dimensions, as part of their term paper project.  A scoring rubric will be used.

4. 
Summary of data

 
The instructors will present the data to the faculty, and the faculty will analyze the findings at a meeting in January 2006.

5. 
Findings

 
Data were collected by individual instructors. 

6. 
Actions taken

 
In process.  

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

 
For Spring 2006, the department plans to implement one assessment measure for each of the three learning objectives in one class. There are three assignments and associated objectives. Those teaching COMM 140 will assess the argumentation objective in the final debate assignment. The culture objective will be assessed via a globalization objective in a paper assignment in COMM 161. Those teaching COMM 101 will focus on the communication theories objective in the final paper for that class. At the end of semester faculty meeting the faculty will compile and present the data, discuss their findings, and make appropriate plans for the coming year.

Section B

Facilitator Report

Geography Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

BA Program / MA Program

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)


http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-Geography.htm
2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

 
Geography has revised its goals and objectives—there are now nine items and these revisions will be sent to the Undergraduate Studies website.

3. 
Direct measures collected

 
The faculty decided to assess the writing skills of geography majors in Geog 101 and Geog 121 for Fall 2005. These will be measured using direct measures.

4. 
Summary of data

 
The data collected in Fall 2005 will be analyzed in a faculty meeting in the beginning of spring semester 2006. 

5. 
Findings

 
Data were collected by individual instructors. 

6. 
Actions taken

 
In process. 

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

 
For Spring 2006 the geography department is planning to assess graphical communication skills (map preparation) in Geog 172. The remaining timeline still needs to be finalized. In general the department hopes to direct their activities toward helping students prepare portfolios, which will include a CD to document their class accomplishments, and will also be a vehicle for future assessment activities.

Section B

Facilitator Report

Social Science Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

BA Program / MA Program

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

 
http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-SocSci.htm
2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005


The department of social science had an assessment retreat on October 14, 2005. At this meeting, the faculty agreed to assess one objective for the Fall 2006—“To train Social Science teachers to work effectively with the demographic diverse student population of California's public schools.” This objective will be assessed in Social Science 177 (Society and Education). In this course students are required to engage in 15-20 hours of fieldwork in a public school classroom.

3. 
Direct measures collected

 
The objective will be assessed using 1) a reflection paper describing the students’ observations and interactions in the classroom and specifically relating their experience to the concepts and theories learned in class (and analyzed using a rubric), 2) a presentation covering the information in item 1 (also assessed via a rubric to analyze content), and 3) several oral “check-ins” during the semester to provide an update on fieldwork experience (which will be be partially assessed by a fieldwork supervisor evaluation).

4. 
Summary of data

 
The data will be analyzed on a preliminary basis by the instructors, and discussed and evaluated in a faculty meeting during spring semester 2006. 

5. 
Findings

 
Data were collected by individual instructors. 

6. 
Actions taken

 
In process. 

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

 
The department has a total of eight Learning Objectives. Though an exact timetable has yet to be devised, the department plans to assess 2-3 objectives per semester to complete the process by Spring 2007.

Section B

Facilitator Report

Sociology Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

BA PROGRAM / MA Program

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

 
http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-Sociology.htm
2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

 
In Spring semester 2005, the sociology department completed an assessment of all of their learning objectives. They have six goals with six associated Learning Objectives for their undergraduate program, and five goals with associated Learning Objectives for their MA program. 

3. 
Direct measures collected

 
The sociology department used entrance and exit surveys, supervisors’ evaluations of internships, and in-class assignments to assess their majors. They used assessment rubrics in order to standardize responses across sections.  

4. 
Summary of data

 
The data were analyzed and presented to not only to the faculty but also in the self-study conducted by the department in preparation for their accreditation visit.

5. 
Findings

 
In process. 

6. 
Actions taken

 
In process. 

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

 
N/A. The next step is for this department to devise a rotational schedule for continuing to assess their program. That will come up for discussion next year.

Section B

Facilitator Report

African American Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

Not yet available.

The African American Studies Department is developing its Student Learning Objectives.

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005
1. Understand the role of African Americans in the development and history of the United States

2. Use critical reading, viewing, and thinking skills to reflect on historical records, documents, and audiovisual materials

3. Understand how American society and its institutions have historically incorporated ethnic minorities

4. Develop information literacy

5. Develop critical thinking skills through collective learning processes

3. 
Direct measures collected in Fall 2005

Baseline information on objectives 4 (information literacy), and 5 (critical thinking), and overall writing skills was collected in the capstone course, AFAM 198. Five students were interviewed. 

Objectives 1, 2, 3, and 4 were assessed in AFAM 2A and AFAM 2B. Professors Wilson and Millner used final term papers in spring semester introductory classes to assess the year long value added improvement 86 AFAM majors made.

4. 
Summary of data

Interviews were conducted after term papers were returned. Data was analyzed in faculty meetings throughout the Fall 2005 semester. 

5. 
Findings

Faculty found that information literacy, writing, and critical thinking skills need to be reinforced throughout the curriculum.

6. 
Actions taken

· Redesigned term paper requirements in lower division GE classes, AFAM 2A and AFAM 2B, to provide incremental activities (topic proposal, rough draft submission, etc.) and feedback so that students can improve their writing skills at an accelerated pace.

· Began designing more activities that promote information literacy in 3 sections of AFAM 2A and AFAM 2B, including taking an on-line exam on plagiarism via the Martin Luther King Jr. Library website, completing a map activity via the textbook publisher’s website.

· Began designing means to measure learning outcomes and the effects of new teaching strategies initially in AFAM 2A and 2Ba,d eventually in all AFAM classes. 

· Developed new modes of using media to enhance critical thinking skills by incorporating written responses to portions of programs viewed in AFAM 198.

· Began designing essays that assess the skills of bilingual/bicultural learners.
7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

In Spring 2006, data on information literacy (objective 4) through the Martin Luther King Library’s website will be collected in AFAM 2B. A total of 60 students are expected to enroll in three sections of this class.

Data on learning outcomes 1, 2, 3, and 4 will be collected from 10-15 students enrolled in senior capstone course (AFAM 198) in Spring 2006.

Section B

Facilitator Report

Mexican American Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

http://www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-MAS.htm
Student Learning Objectives (SLOs):


Students will be able to: 

1.1. Identify and explain how ideology and specific philosophical perspectives function in US Society 

1.2. Identify and explain how ideology and specific philosophical perspectives are manifested in daily life through Chicana/o experiences and identities

2. Describe and deconstruct the major historical trends that have shaped the Chicana/o experience 

3. Identify and explain the key issues in the field of Chicana/o history

4. Identify and explain the major thinkers and theorists that have shaped Chicana/o Studies

5. Identify and explain the key concepts and conflicts in the field of Chicana/o Studies today 

6. Identify and explain the basic constructs and theories underlying Chicana/o Studies

7. Identify, understand and analyze the complex relationship between US Institutions and the Chicana/o community 

8. Formulate research questions, conduct thorough literature reviews, develop data collection tools, and analyze data

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

In the Spring of 2005, a preliminary assessment of learning objectives 1.1, 1.2 and 7 was conducted in MAS 240, focusing on the students’ final projects and presentations.  These data were discussed in faculty meetings as part of the process of preparing for the more formal assessment in Fall of 2005.

In the Fall 2005, objectives 1.1, 1.2, 2, 6 and 7 were assessed in MAS 240 and MAS 210.

3. 
Direct measures collected this Fall 2005

Objectives 1.1, 1.2, 2, 6 and 7 were assessed in MAS 240, using the final project for the course.  4 student projects were used for the assessment (enrollment was low because the course was offered the previous semester but had to be offered again for students to graduate).  Objectives 4, 5, and 6 were assessed in MAS 210, using the final project for the course.   5 student papers were assessed because these were all that had been submitted by the time the evaluation began.

A panel of three faculty members (Professors Curry-Rodriguez, Holscher, and Pizarro) reviewed the final projects for MAS 240 and MAS 210 and evaluated them according to a rubric designed for each course. Students were given a score for each criterion on the following scale: 1=has not achieved the objective; 2=has achieved the objective; and 3=has exceeded the objective. 

4. 
Summary of data

In Spring 2005, MAS 240 students demonstrated a detailed understanding and facility with learning objectives 1.1, 1.2 and 7, and their effectiveness of their presentations, as determined both by audience members (which included students, faculty, and community members) and the professor reflected that 8 out of the 10 students excelled in achieving the final learning objectives. The other 2 students achieved these objectives adequately.

5. 
Findings

The faculty found the assessment process to be a useful means of developing the core courses.  The student work in the 240 course suggested that we are achieving our objectives with students but we look forward to a more comprehensive assessment along with our own development of the courses based no the data obtained.

6. 
Actions taken

The following curricular work has resulted after the analysis of preliminary assessment data from MAS 240: 

Assess the program’s electives and make needed changes, including developing a key policy course (such as MAS 230) and a Comparative Ethnic Studies course such as MAS 252.

7.
Data collection calendar:

Fall 05: MAS 210 (Learning Objectives 4-6) MAS 240 (Learning Objectives 1.1, 1.2, 7)

Spring 06: MAS 205 (Learning Objectives 2-3), MAS 225 (Learning Objective 7)

Fall 06: MAS 200(Learning Objectives 1.1, 1.2), MAS 230 (Learning Objectives 1.1, 1.2, 7)

Spring 07: MAS 275 (Learning Objective 8), MAS 215 (Learning Objectives 1.1, 1.2, 7), MAS 252 (Learning Objectives 1.1, 1.2, 7)

Section B

Facilitator Report

Urban and Regional Planning Department’s Assessment Activities

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

www2.sjsu.edu/ugs/PA/pa-UrbanPlan.htm
Student Learning Objectives (SLOs):


Urban planning students will be able to:

1. 
Apply the history and theory of planning in relation to social and economic structures, including, but not limited to, such characteristics as income, race, ethnicity, and gender

2. 
Understand the ethics of professional practice and behavior, including the relationship to clients and the public, and the role of citizens in a democratic society.

3. 
Understand the role of government and citizen participation in a democratic society and the balancing of individual and collective rights and interests.
4. 
Interpret case laws relevant to the field of urban and regional planning and application of these laws to realistic hypothetical situations.
5. 
Understand  the contexts in which planning takes place, focusing particularly on agencies conducting planning or employing planners, and the processes by which plans are made and implemented.  
6. 
Conceptualize problems from complex, real world situations so that the problems are meaningful to clients, and are research-worthy.

6a. Design and conduct first-hand research

6b. Frame research questions and hypotheses

7. 
Apply statistical and other analytic techniques, as well as computer methods, to define planning problems, generate alternatives, and evaluate their consequences. Use census data to inform policy formulation
8. 
Communicate effectively.

8a. Communicate effectively in writing.

8b. Communicate effectively by expressing concepts in visual terms.

8c. Communicate effectively through public speaking

9. 
Work effectively as members and leaders of planning teams, and to apply an understanding of interpersonal and group dynamics to assure effective group action

10. Synthesize planning knowledge and apply it to actual planning problems

2.
SLO’s assessed for review this Fall 2005

	SLO
	Assessment Tool
	Status

	1, 2, 3, 8a
	Ethics Assignment of URBP 200

(Introduction to Urban and Regional Planning)
	Data was collected in Fall 2005 using grading rubrics. Results will be available in the beginning of Spring 2006.

	4
	Final Examination of URBP 229

(Planning and Environmental Law)
	The data was collected in Spring 2005 using grading rubrics. The results will be analyzed in Fall 2005.

	6b
	Qualitative Section of mid-term examination of URBP 204A (Quantitative Methods I)
	The data was collected on November 2005 using grading rubrics. The results will be analyzed by the end of Fall 2005.

	8c
	Informational Presentation Assignment of URBP 213 (Communication Skills for Planners)
	The data was collected on Fall 2005 using rubrics. The results will be available in the beginning of Spring 2006.

	9
	Peer evaluation of team work in URBP 201 (Planning Problems I) and URBP 203 (Planning Problems II)
	The data was collected in Fall 2005 in URBP 201 using a peer evaluation form. The results will be available in the beginning of Spring 2006.


3. 
Direct measures collected

Data for learning objective # 4 was collected on Spring 2005 in URBP 229 (Planning Law). Final student exams were assessed using a rubric containing 6 major competency areas, four of which are related to objective # 4, and two related to objective # 8a above.

Data on learning objectives 1, 2, 3 and 8a  was collected by Peter Melhus in URBP 200. Ethics assignments were assessed using a grading rubric.

Data on learning objective 6b was collected by Shishir Mathur in two sections of URBP 204A. The qualitative section of the mid-term exams was assessed using a grading rubric.

Data on learning objective 8c was collected by Asha Weinstein in URBP 213. Presentation assignments were assessed using a grading rubric.

Data on learning objective 9 was collected by Dayana Salazar in URBP 201. Team work performance was assessed using a peer evaluation form.

4. 
Summary of data

Data collected in Spring and Fall 2005 will be analyzed in early Spring 2006 by a faculty member (Shishir Mathur). The information will be then discussed with the department’s curriculum committee.

5. 
Findings

Data collected in Spring and Fall 2005 will be analyzed in early Spring 2006 by a faculty member (Shishir Mathur). The information will be discussed with the curriculum committee and at faculty meetings.

6. 
Actions taken

Once data is analyzed, results will be shared with faculty members who teach the courses where assessment activities were conducted. The courses will be modified to reflect the findings.

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

(Apart from those activities identified above)

	SLO
	Assessment Tool
	Status

	5
	Final examination of URBP 225 (Land Use and Urban Planning)
	The examination will be graded as per an assignment rubric that will be prepared in early Spring 2006..

	6a
	Review of URBP 298 capstone reports

(Planning Reports)
	The review will be conducted at the end of Spring 2006. Planning Report advisors use a common rubric to assess the quality of the reports.

	6b
	Review of URBP 298 capstone reports

(Planning Reports)
	The review will be conducted at the end of Spring 2006. Planning Report advisors use a common rubric to assess the quality of the reports.

	7
	Quality of Life Indicator Assignment in URBP 204B (Quantitative Methods II)
	The data will be collected in Spring 2006 using a grading rubric.

	8a
	Review of URBP 298 capstone reports

(Planning Reports)
	The review will be conducted at the end of Spring 2006. Planning Report advisors use a common rubric to assess the quality of the reports.

	8a
	Quality of Life Indicator Assignment in URBP 204B (Quantitative Methods II)
	The data will be collected in Spring 2006 using a grading rubric.

	8b
	Quality of Life Indicator Assignment in URBP 204B (Quantitative Methods II)
	The data will be collected in Spring 2006 using a grading rubric.

	10
	Internship Supervisor’s comments on Internship completion form
	The internship supervision form will be designed in Fall 2005 and the data will be collected every semester from Spring 2006 onwards


Section B

Facilitator Report

Psychology

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

Not yet available.  Will be added once learning outcomes are finalized and approved by faculty.

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

Critical thinking skills in Psychology:  Students will understand and be able to use critical and creative thinking, skeptical inquiry, and a scientific approach to address issues related to behavior and mental processes.

3. 
Direct measures collected

Data is being collected in Psychology Dept capstone course Psy 190 (Current issues in Psychology).  Data will consist of papers written by student to meet course requirements.  Psychology Department Assessment Committee is developing a rubric to evaluate these papers and will apply this rubric to the paper assignments.

4. 
Summary of data

Data will be collected in the last weeks of the 
Fall 2005 semester.

5. 
Findings

Data will be analyzed between the Fall 2005 and Spring 2006 semesters.

6. 
Actions taken

The Psychology Department Assessment Committee reviewed assessment strategies used by other CSU Psychology Departments and met with Mary Allen to discuss issues and questions.  The Psychology Department held a retreat at end of September in which SLOs were drafted and linked/aligned with identified courses. Assessment Committee revised SLOs, identified the SLOs to be evaluated this semester, and began development of rubric.

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

The department tentatively has identified the following SLO to be assessed during the Spring 2006 semester:  Research methods in Psychology:  Students will understand and apply basic research methods in psychology, including research design, data analysis, and interpretations.  The calendar for the remaining SLOs will be developed once the data for the Fall 2005 semester is analyzed and evaluated.

Section B

Facilitator Report

History

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

Not yet available (department still in process of developing SLOs).

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

· Demonstrate the ability to critique literature and sources involved in writing history.

· Demonstrate the ability to interpret sources and write coherent essays in the historical genres, using research techniques of the discipline
3. 
Direct measures collected

Although final data collection strategy is not yet finalized, data will be collected in History 100W and/or History 102.  Data will consist of papers and/or essays written by student to meet course requirements.  Subcommittee of faculty plans on developing rubric to evaluate these written assignments after the faculty meet in a second retreat (scheduled for first week in November) to finalize SLOs and align SLOs to courses.

4. 
Summary of data

Data will be collected at the end of the Fall 2005 semester.

5. 
Findings

Data will be analyzed during the Spring 2006 semester.

6. 
Actions taken

The History Department held a retreat in early October to understand and discuss the assessment process.  A subcommittee of faculty then met to develop an initial set of SLOs (see above) and identify possible data collection strategies.  The department will hold a second retreat at the beginning of November to finalize their list of SLOs, align them to courses, and begin development of rubric.  The department also plans on identifying and evaluating assessment strategies used at other CSU campuses.

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

The identification of SLOs will take place once the second retreat has been held.

Core principles of microeconomics.

Core principles of macroeconomics
Section B

Facilitator Report

economics

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

Not yet available.

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

· Demonstrate knowledge of core principles of microeconomics.

· Demonstrate knowledge of core principles of macroeconomics
3. 
Direct measures collected

Department will administer the TUCE (Test of Understanding College Economics), a nationally standardized examination developed by the National Council on Economic Education, in Econ 1A and Econ 1B courses.

4. 
Summary of data

Data is in the process of being collected..

5. 
Findings

Data will be analyzed during the Spring 2006 semester.

6. 
Actions taken

The Economics Department held a retreat in early September to discuss the assessment process, develop SLOs and identify a data collection strategy.  

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

The department has not yet finalized their Spring 2006 strategy.

Section B

Facilitator Report

ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

Not yet available.

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

Not known

3. 
Direct measures collected

Not known.

4. 
Summary of data

Not known.

5. 
Findings

Not known.

6. 
Actions taken

The Economics Department held a retreat in mid-September to discuss the assessment process, develop SLOs, align SLOs with courses, and develop a data collection strategy.

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

Not known
Section B

Facilitator Report

political science

Fall 2005

1. 
URL to Student Learning Objectives (SLOs)

http://www2.sjsu.edu/depts/PoliSci/dept/objectives.htm

2.
SLOs assessed for review this Fall 2005

Students should be able to formulate research questions, engage in systematic literature searches using primary and secondary sources, have competence in systematic data gathering using library sources, government documents, and data available through electronic sources, should be able to evaluate research studies, and should be able to critically analyze and interpret influential political texts

3. 
Direct measures collected

The department randomly selected nine students enrolled in Pols 190 (Senior seminar) during the Spring 2005 semester.  These students’ culminating papers were collected and evaluated  by two members of the Department Curriculum Committee who rated each paper on six categories using a 1 (low) to 5 (high) scale ((1)  Student's competence in formulating research problems; (2) Student's ability to engage in systematic research; (3) Student's ability to utilize sources appropriate to the research topic such as library sources, government documents, data available through electronic resources; (4) Student's ability to evaluate research studies as appropriate; (5) Student's demonstrated competence to critically analyze and interpret materials relevant to political issues; (6) Composite assessment (overall rating).

4. 
Summary of data

The average rating was calculated for each of the six categories (if the ratings of the two committee members differed by more than one point, the Chair also rated the paper and the three scores were averaged).

5. 
Findings

The average rating across the six categories ranged from 2.51 to 2.91 out of a possible 5.  In reviewing their findings, the department concluded that although most papers were able to critically analyze and interpret materials, there was the tendency for the papers to be descriptive rather than analytic.  

6. 
Actions taken

Based on their analysis, the department recommended that students be required to use more scholarly sources and systematic research methods in courses taken before the senior seminar and that instructors teaching the senior be given more guidance regarding the culminating paper assignment.

7.
Spring 2006 data collection and calendar:

The department has tentatively identified the next SLO to be assessed as ‘Breadth’, in which “Students should possess a broad knowledge of the theory and methods of the various branches of the discipline”.

