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	[image: image1.wmf]Yes


	[image: image2.wmf]No
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SCHEDULE OF ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES*
	
	↓Semester after self-study
	
	
	
	Semester before next self-study↓


C = Collect data

D = Discuss results

I = Implement changes (if any)

	Semester →
	Spring

2007
	Fall

2007
	Spring

2008
	Fall

2008
	Spring

2009
	Fall

2009
	Spring

2010
	Fall

2010
	Spring

2011
	Fall

2011

	SLO↓ 
	
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#1
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#2
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#3
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#4
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#5
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#6
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#7
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#8
	CD
	DI
	I
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#9
	D (no I necessary)
	
	
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I

	#10
	D (no I necessary)
	
	
	C
	D
	I
	I
	C
	D
	I


	1. Utilize relevant resources from at least three or more disciplines in the course of a single project


 Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Spr07:  28 final 15-page research papers were collected from all students enrolled in Susan Verducci Sandford’s Humanities 190 (capstone) course.  22 papers were from Liberal Studies students (17 teacher preparation emphasis and 5 liberal arts emphasis).  6 papers were from students from communication studies, justice studies, business administration/marketing, public relations, radio-television-film, and journalism/photojournalism.  All papers were assessed by the professor using a rubric based on the SLOs.  All students assessed themselves using the same rubric.  They also assessed a peer’s paper using the same tool.
The results of analyzing the data: (see Appendix B)

Professor Assessment

· In a combined average, Liberal Studies Students scored lower on every measure than students who majored outside Liberal Studies.  This was true for both Teacher Preparation and Liberal Arts Students; on average, both groups scored lower than students outside the major.

· On average, the average of the three groups of student scores hovered around the “accomplished” level.

Self Assessment

· In a combined average, Liberal Arts students assessed themselves at or below the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.

· In a combined average, Teacher Preparation students assessed themselves higher than the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.

· Students majoring outside the Liberal Studies ranked themselves at or below the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.

Other Assessment
· In 8 out of 10 measures, students outside the major were assessed by their peers lower than the professor

· In 9 out of 10 measures, students within the Liberal Studies major were assessed by their peers at or above the professor.

Although Liberal Studies students are, on the whole, doing well, there is some cause for concern.  The difference between the scores of students in the Liberal Studies Program and those outside the Program may indicate that other departments are doing better in cultivating skilled writers.  Further, it is worrisome that the majority of the Liberal Studies students (those in the Teacher Prep emphasis) overestimate their skills as writers, and underestimate the skill of those papers that are assessed as higher quality by the professor.  The “Other Assessment” may also indicate that these students are confused about what high quality papers might look like.  

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Recommended changes being implemented.  
Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

Collecting data from the capstone course, Humanities 190 in Spring 2008 and Fall 2008.  

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)

	#2. Utilize at least three different and relevant information resources (for example, books, journal articles, interviews, electronic media, pamphlets, maps, magazines, videos, works of art, etc.)


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?
SLOs 1-8 F07 Informal conversations were held between the Liberal Studies coordinator and a random sample of professors in the Humanities department who regularly teach Liberal Studies students.  

SLOs 1-8 F07 A conversation in department about how to strengthen Humanities 100W is ongoing.  
Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

SLOs 1-8 F07 Humanities 85 students were required to write more in Fall 2007.  Standards for earning As and Bs were raised.  All Humanities 85 students were required to visit the Writing Center twice during the semester.  

SLOs 1-8 F07 Student in Humanities 190 continue to write theses that require they demonstrate mastery of SLOs 1-8 and present this information in writing and through presentations. .  

SLOs 1-8 F07 The program will continue to encourage professors to focus on cultivating these skills and practices, particularly in writing.  Changes that have already been implemented over the past 3 years will be allowed to take their course prior to the collection of a new round of data in Fall 2008.
Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)

Collecting data from the capstone course, Humanities 190 in Spring 2008 and Fall 2008.  
	#3 demonstrate understanding of relevant past dialogue on their topics;


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Recommended changes being implemented.  See SLO 2

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

Collecting data from the capstone course, Humanities 190 in Spring 2008 and Fall 2008.  

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)
	#4 demonstrate understanding of the relevant ethical dimensions of their topics;


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Recommended changes being implemented.  See SLO 2

Collecting data from the capstone course, Humanities 190 in Spring 2008 and Fall 2008.  

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#5 identify and demonstrate appreciate of the multiple perspectives on their topics arising from cultural differences;


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Recommended changes being implemented.  See SLO 2

Collecting data from the capstone course, Humanities 190 in Spring 2008 and Fall 2008.  

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#6 construct a logical, coherent, and persuasive argument that includes a clear thesis and clear premises;


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

More data will be collected. Changes implemented in Spring 2008 will be discussed in meetings with program coordinators (and with the Humanities 100W professors)

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

See SLO 2
Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#7 present and discuss ideas via multiple modalities (written work, verbal communication, presentations, electronic media, works of art, lessons taught, service learning, community activism, etc


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

See SLO 2
Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#8  exhibit a personal critical perspective and a sense of intellectual independence.


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Data will be collected from Creative Arts 177.

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

See SLO 2
Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#9 (for Teacher Prep) successfully plan lessons for K-12 classrooms;


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?
F06: 100% of these students met the criteria for successfully creating lesson plans.  15 of the 15 received a grade of B- or higher on these plans.
F07 SLO 9-10 Students in Humanities 185 (Field Studies for Humanities) were encouraged during their 50 hours of work in public school classrooms to have the teachers in these classrooms let them plan and teach lessons to the whole class, small groups, and to individual students.  As a result, many of these students were able to work directly with students in the presentation of lessons.  

Unfortunately, in Creative Arts 177 the professors did not have their students go into classrooms and teach this semester.   They did, however, increase the number of lessons the students plan.  
Sp08: Data will be collected from Creative Arts 177.
Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

	#10 (for Teacher Prep) successfully implement lessons in K-12 classrooms


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

See also SLO #9

F06: 100% of the Liberal Studies majors taught effective lessons that they developed to the classes at Horace Mann Elementary School.  The results of these arts lessons were hung on a Christmas tree in Christmas in the Park in downtown San Jose.  No change needed. Data will be collected from Creative Arts 177.

Actions Taken:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 
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