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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
	Breadth: Students should possess a broad knowledge of the theory and methods of the various branches of the discipline.

	2
	Application: Students should be able to apply a variety of techniques to identify, understand, and analyze domestic and international political issues and organizations. 

	3
	Disciplinary methods: 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. 

	4
	Communication Skills: Students should master basic competencies in oral and written communication skills and be able to apply these skills in the context of political science. This means communicating effectively about politics and/or administration, public policy, theory, and law.

	5
	Citizenship: Students should acquire an understanding of the role of the citizen in local, state, national, and global contexts and appreciate the importance of lifelong participation in political processes. 


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

	Program Name:

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	
	A/A

	
	

	Program Name:

	SLO#
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	
	N/A

	
	

	
	


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

	3
	C/D/I
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	C
	C/D
	I
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	C/D
	C
	
	

	1
	
	
	
	C
	D
	

	5
	
	
	
	
	C
	D


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                ____XX____ NO
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 sessions (60 students) of PSYC 150, Anagnos and Cooper, gave an embedded exam questions and in their summary report identified the %of students who earned a ‘B’ or better, ‘C’, or less than ‘C’ using the same grading rubric for that question.  
	SLO # 2
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	By Department policy, our Political Inquiry course (POLS 195A) has been identified as the locus for the conduct of major assessment regarding SLO #2 (Applications). The Political Inquiry course is now required of all our majors, and they are encourages before enrolling in upper division courses. 

In Fall 2006 the Department scheduled one session of POLS 195A that enrolled 42 students. The instructor (Kathryn Wood) was directed to give the committee copies of the final examination as well as data relating to student performance in that test. The test consisted of 90 multiple-choice questions.

The assessment committee (Curriculum Committee) consisted of five members plus the Department Chair—6 total. More than one committee members have some competence in methodology and one is a specialists. The committee went through the entire test and decided which questions addressed which assessment objective. Our next step was compile and analyze the data according to the following seven criteria: 

Approaches to the study of political science:

1. The student clearly demonstrates an understanding of and the ability to apply both traditional and modern theoretical approaches to the study of political science.

2. The student understands the role of quantitative methods in the study of political science.

3. The student understands the role of qualitative methods in the study of political science.

Studying politics scientifically:

4. The student understands the role of the scientific method in the study of political science.

5. The student understands the steps of the scientific method.

6. The Student understands how to accurately develop and implement a research design for the study of political science.

7. The student can accurately analyze dada from implementing a research design. 



	2
	

	etc.
	


3.
Fall 2006 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected in fall 2006 (‘C’ in F06 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
	N/A

	2
	

	etc.
	


4. Fall 2006 Findings/Analysis:  Describe the findings that emerged from analysis of data collected in F06.  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.
	Finding 1 (SLO # 2
	The number of questions from the 90-question multiple-choice exam measuring each criterion, and the average percentage for each category are listed below.

Criteria                      Number of Questions            Average % Correct
     1                                         0                                         ---

     2                                         3                                        72%

     3                                         6                                        54%

     4                                         5                                        71%

     5                                         1                                        35%

     6                                         59                                      54%

     7                                         35                                       51%    

It must be noted that the vast majority questions on the exam were judged to measure just two of the seven criteria—development and implementation of a research design, and data analysis. In addition, 19 questions were judged by the committee to measure two criteria, so were included in both categories (double-counted, so that the total number of questions listed here is 109). 

It should also be noted that the categories with greater number of questions provide a better measure of student performance, but also exhibit a lower average percentage correct. Direct comparisons across criteria should therefore be treated cautiously.

Although this exam was not designed to measure the assessment criteria for application skills set out by the department, it can nevertheless provide some measure in this area. Taking the two categories best measured by this exam—criteria 6 and 7—we can see that just over half of students, on average, correctly answered questions about development and implementation of a research design and data analysis for the study of political science. Clearly, this is an area we need to focus more effort on increasing student understanding.                                 



	Finding 2 (SLO # (s))
	

	Finding 3 (SLO # (s))
	

	etc.
	


5.
Fall 2006 Actions: What actions are planned and/or implemented to address the findings from fall 2006 data? These are indicated by ‘I’ in Table 2 for the SLO data collected in fall ’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
	The curriculum committee will need to identify additional ways of assessing student learning of the other application skills that were not adequately measured by this research methods exam.

The committee feels that the nature of the course (Political Inquiry) is such that smaller class size would help overcome some of the deficiencies we identified. The department will offer two sections of 195A in Fall 2007.

Encourage tenure-track and tenured faculty to teach 195A. Professor Melinda Jackson will be teaching one of the two sections of this course in Fall 2007.  

Encourage our majors to take 195A as soon as they are able to enroll in upper division courses. We talked about proposing to the department to require making 195A prerequisite to the senior seminar. 

	Planned
	

	Implemented
	We have and/or are implementing the above.

	Implemented
	


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


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

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 # 5
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	The committee will analyze data collected drawn from papers students wrote in our Model United Nations (MUN) course (152B) and our Internship (181) course. 

MUN involves participation in a UN assimilation where students debate international issues, write resolutions, and engage in ‘diplomacy.’ The MUN meeting is held in April of each year and involves students from dozens of American and foreign universities. For the last 6-7 years, MUN meeting have been held in Burlingame, California. 

Political Science 181 is offered very semester and gives students an opportunity to gain a firsthand practical experience in politics by working for an elected official, a campaign, and administrative agency, or a community organization. 

	2
	

	etc.
	


8.
Spring 2007 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected (‘C’ in Spr07 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. 

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

	1
	N/A

	2
	

	etc.
	


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 # 1
	Data to be collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	The committee had decided to pursue the idea of using a standardized exam and to require senior seminar students to take the exam as a means to measure SLO #1. Concerns about IRB approval forced us to abandon the idea. But because this issue was unresolved at the semester’s mid-point the second assessment goal (SLO #2) was substituted. The committee decided on a different method of assessment SLO #1. We will prepare and administer our own test. It will consist of questions representing every sub-field in political science. The test will be designed to test the breadth of student knowledge in the various branches of the discipline. It will be administered to our Senior Seminar students at the end of Fall 2007 semester. 

	2
	

	etc.
	


10.
Fall 2007 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that will be collected (‘C’ in F07 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**

	1
	N/A

	2
	

	etc.
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