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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.

Electronic and hard copy due to your college facilitator January 15, 2008. Digital version of this form available at: http://www.sjsu.edu/ugs/assessment/forms/

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.  NO ADDITIONAL ACTIVITY TO REPORT
Are samples, results, rubrics, etc for this report archived in the location listed on the Cover page? 

____X____ YES


_______________  NO

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/I
	Content or results of activity

	1
	C
	Instructor for GEOL 213, J. Miller, indicated that 3 of 3 students attained this SLO, based on their written research papers.

Six full-time faculty members who are actively advising students conveyed typical mixed reviews of student writing abilities. New grad students, as a group, are less adept than advanced grad students. However, improvement is widely recognized among the newer students, presumably as a result of constant critiques from all instructors of graduate classes and from thesis committee members. We continue to be very satisfied with the quality of scientific writing of our M.S. graduates, and proud of the improvement they demonstrate while in the program.



	4
	C
	Instructor for GEOL 255, Gabet, indicated that 3 of 4 students attained this SLO, based on performance on 4 multi-week projects that required students to transform a qualitative description of  a geologic process (e.g., glacier flow in a mountain valley) into an appropriate quantitative framework and viable computer code.



	5
	C
	Instructor for GEOL 213, J Miller, indicated that 3 of 3 students attained this SLO, based on outstanding research papers on advanced topics. He also noted that these three performed at a higher level than average graduate students over the past 10 years.

Three full-time faculty members who are actively advising students on M.S. theses discussed students’ ability to effectively find information to assist them in solving a problem. While most students are capable of doing so, some of them do not do so unless prodded (sometimes repeatedly) by their adviser. This typically afflicts students who are at earlier stages of their thesis work; more advanced students are more likely to independently pursue leads (e.g., end-of-paper references, USGS colleagues, library searches) and effectively filter the information they have gleaned. We interpret this trend to indicate success of the program in training them to achieve this SLO, but we are still thinking about ways to demonstrate this more concretely.




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

Example (please delete the example from your report)

	SLO #
	Sp 08
	Execution of plan 

	1
	D
	Department will formally discuss the “state of student writing” at a faculty meeting in March 2008. This will included student performance on thesis drafts, as well as overall performance in coursework.



	2
	C
	The main criterion for determining student performance for this SLO is the student’s presentation of a thesis proposal to three committee members. The student schedules a 2-hour time slot, delivers a proposal draft to committee members a week before the meeting, gives a 15-minute presentation outlining the proposed research, and then engages in a 1.5-hour discussion with the committee members regarding scientific and logistical aspects of the proposed research. The student leaves the room while committee members briefly confer, and then returns to learn whether the proposal, and thus continued research, has been approved. Several students are planning to schedule their proposal presentations, and their respective committees will proceed as outlined above.



	3
	C
	The main criterion for determining student performance for this SLO is the student’s presentation of his/her thesis results at a meeting of the entire department. The student’s advisor does not permit the student to schedule this presentation until the advisor determines that the student has made sufficient progress—generally meaning a final draft of the thesis is either in hand or on its way. At least one and possible three students will give oral presentations of their thesis results, and their respective committees will proceed as outlined above.



	4
	C
	In GEOL 222: Evaluation of performance on laboratory projects that involve sample collection, data analysis, and formal written report.

In GEOL 255: Evaluation of performance on quantitative problem sets throughout the semester, and integration of results in a capstone project.
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