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Please report any activity (collect data, analyze data, discuss results among faculty, implement changes) you completed prior to the fall 2007 semester that is not already posted on the Web (http://www.sjsu.edu/ugs/datareports/assess_report/).  Please describe the content or results of the activity.

Are samples, results, rubrics, etc for this report archived in the location listed on the Cover page? 

YES

Please report assessment activities completed in the fall 2007 semester (collect data, analyze data, discuss results among faculty, or implement changes.  This table should match planned activities for fall 2007 in Table 2.

C=Collect data
D=Discuss data among faculty
I=implement program changes based on data

	SLO #
	C, D, or I
	Content or results of activity

	#1 Students will demonstrate an appropriate level of expertise in literary history, literary theory, and rhetoric;

#3 Students will demonstrate critical and analytical skills in the interpretation and evaluation of literary texts AND #4 Students will demonstrate a command of written academic English, including the abilities to a) organize and present material in a cogent fashion, b) formulate and defend original arguments, c) employ effectively the language of their discipline and d) write under time constraints.
	 DC
	As understanding of literary theory and history and the skill of literary analysis are inextricably linked, and that evidence of achievement in these areas can only be conveyed through mastery of written English, these three SLO’s are measured together.  

Based on instructor evaluation of student performance in courses directly engaged in literary analysis and the study of its history, theory and rhetoric (5 seminars), students performed satisfactorily 98% of the time (69% demonstrated this at the level of excellence  of A or A-, and 29% demonstrated this at a satisfactory level of B or B+).  For Fall 2007, MA Students had an 80% pass rate on Part I of the MA Comprehensive exam  (4 of 5 students passing) and Part II had a 100% pass rate (all 4 passed). The results of the MA comprehensives show that 89% of the 9 exams administered produced satisfactory results on these three SLO’s when students were in timed situations and were given a limited choice of topics on which to write.  A second point of interest in this data is that this is the first time in current faculty memory that the passage rate of the part one has been lower than that of the part 2 and that passage of part 2 has been 100%.  Generally it has been not only the reverse but severely imbalanced with a much higher rate of failure on the Part II. The graduate committee has been working closely with the two exam committees for the past two years to make their levels of difficulty more consistent and to ensure that the exams are both composed in a clear manner and in keeping with the goals and objectives of the MA program.  The Graduate Committee considers this most recent result to be encouraging evidence of the success of our efforts, but we plan to continue our careful oversight of the composition of the two parts of the exam, especially as we move into implementing the changes we discussed and planned in the Spring and Fall of 2007 (an udated reading list and an added a component on world literature).  We will begin testing on World Literature and basing our questions on the updated list in Fall 2008, when students will have had a full year to familiarize themselves with the new list.

	#2 Students will demonstrate high-level proficiency in literary research and in the synthesis of research.
	C
	Of the 22 students in our 201 Research Methods course, 21 or 96% passed the course with at least satisfactory achievement (68% with excellent—A or A--- and 27% with a satisfactory, B+ level achievement).

	#6 Students preparing for teaching careers will receive the appropriate instruction.
	D
	The results from the alumni survey were one of the factors that confirmed our desire to make a new hire in the area of Composition Studies so that our students would have access to the most up-to-date ideas in this field.  The recruitment committee discussed applications, selected people to interview and has now invited the best candidates for campus visits at the beginning of the Spring 2008 semester.  


Please describe how the activities planned for the spring 2008 semester will be executed. 

Spring 2008 assessment plan 

(should match schedule in Table 2): 

	SLO
	Planned
	Execution of plan 

	#1, 3 & 4 (knowledge accumulation & analytical and writing skills)
	C
	We will continue to collect assessment data from student performance in coursework and the two-part comprehensive exam.

	#5 (Foreign Language)
	C
	We will continue to monitor how our grads our indirectly assessed in terms of Foreign Language acquisition.

	#6 (Teacher prep)
	D
	We are recruiting a new faculty member with expertise in composition.  What the new hire will be able to do in preparing our grads for jobs as community college composition instructors will be a key consideration in discussing and choosing the best candidate.

	#7  (PhD prep)
	C
	PhD applicants should get their acceptance letters in the Spring and we will be able to indirectly assess our ability to meet this  goal via acceptance rates of any PhD-going grads we may have this year. 


Revised 11/13/07


Page 3 of 3

