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Table 1A. Learning Outcomes 

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	1.
	Students analyze critically the thesis and argument/interpretation of the following types of historical literature in western and non-western fields in pre-modern and modern history:  Narrative history, Historiography/Intellectual history, Social/Cultural history, Political/Diplomatic history.

	2.
	Using modern bibliographic data storage sites and systems and traditional (print) sources, students systematically collect and appraise the historical significance and use of evidence of various kinds of primary sources in western and non-western fields in pre-modern and modern history:  Government documents, Histories/Historical Accounts, Literature and Poetry, Images, Autobiographies, Diaries, Letters, Newspapers, Maps, Quantitative Data, Oral Interviews.

	3.
	Using historical literature and primary sources of the types listed above, students write history essays in western and non-western fields in pre-modern and modern history according to the standards of technique, citation, essay composition (writing process), argument/interpretation, and use of evidence which are consistent with college-level writing in the discipline.

	4.
	Students identify and analyze the fundamental problems of historical interpretation and recognize some of the “schools” of historical analysis in western and non-western fields across historical time. 


Table 1B. Unique Learning Outcomes

Not Applicable
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.
	
	C, D, I
	C
	C, D, I
	C, D, I
	C, D, I

	2.
	
	C, D, I
	C
	C, D, I
	C, D, I
	C, D, I

	3.
	
	C, D, I
	C
	C, D, I
	C, D, I
	C, D, I

	4.
	
	
	
	C, D, I
	C, D, I
	C, D, I


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?


YES, although there are only four learning outcomes.  The information currently on the web site as the first learning outcome should be an introductory phrase that refers only to the undergraduate program.    
2.
Fall 2006 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected in fall 2006 (‘C’ in F06 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**

	1-3.
	Libra Hilde will collect the final papers in both sections of HIST 100W at the end of the fall semester.


3.
Fall 2006 Indirect Measurement

Not Applicable

4. Fall 2006 Findings/Analysis

The core team (Don, Pickering, Hilde, Hill) met on May 7, 2007 to review the Fall 2006 papers and noted patterns of student achievement and shortcomings of historical analysis and history writing process.  As is noted in our Assessment Plan, all core courses use the same rubric for grading specific evaluative criteria of the department SLOs.  
5.
Fall 2006 Actions

Not Applicable

6.
Fall 2006 Process Changes

The core team (Don, Pickering, Hilde, Hill) decided to use earlier assignments from HIST 100W and the new HIST 99 in the future in order to see changes from the beginning of the three-course core sequence to the end of HIST 102.  

7.
Spring 2007 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected spring 2007 (‘C’ in Spr07 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**

	1-4
	Instructors in HIST 100W collected the middle of three essays for assessment.  The instructor in HIST 102 (Pickering) collected final essays.


8.
Spring 2007 Indirect Measurement 

Not Applicable

9. Fall 2007 Direct Measurement: For the SLOs scheduled to be assessed in fall 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**

	1-4
	Instructors in HIST 99 (Don and Jerke) will collect the second essays for assessment.  Those in HIST 100W (Hilde and Propas) will collect the middle of three essays.  The instructor in HIST 102 (Pickering) will collect final essays.  The core team (Don, Pickering, Hilde, Hill) will meet during Spring 2008 to again assess students’ achievements and shortcomings related to the learning outcomes.


10.
Fall 2007 Indirect Measurement 

Not Applicable
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