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SCHEDULE OF ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES*

Please complete the schedule of assessment activities below by listing all program Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) by number down the left column and indicating when data were/will be collected (C) and when they were/will be discussed (D) by your faculty. You can also schedule/track program changes resulting from your assessment activities by indicating an “I” (implemented changes) where relevant. This schedule is meant to be fluid; providing a proposed schedule for future assessment while at the same time, providing a record of your efforts as the program planning cycle progresses.
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*Note: This template is based on a five-year program planning cycle. If your program planning follows another cycle (e.g., based on accreditation), please feel free to add (or subtract) columns as necessary.

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


1.1  Data Collection:
[Fall/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

In order to ascertain students’ understanding of key areas within the discipline of Political Science and their ability to apply a variety of techniques learned during the course of the undergraduate study within the department, in the Spring 2008 semester the Department of Political Science’s Curriculum Committee devised a Senior Seminar Exit Exam.

The examination consisted of a combination of 60 multiple-choice questions and 15 short response questions. Four sections of fifteen multiple-choice questions were developed under the following areas: American Government; Comparative Government; International Relations, and Political Theory. 

The first Senior Seminar Exit Exam was delivered in Fall 2007, with two more in Spring 2008. A total of forty-eight students were tested. Before each examination, the chair of the department, Professor James Brent, met with participating sections and explained the purpose and function of the examination. Although the examination was entirely voluntary, all students volunteered to participate in the study.

The following results were tabulated with the assistance of the University Scoring Center. A low score of 20% and a high score of 87% was recorded. The mean was 62%.

1.2 What have you learned about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Fall/2008] – Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

The demographic data collected in the examination and results from the multiple-choice section of the exit exam were discussed in Curriculum Committee meetings in Spring 2008. The department curriculum committee was interested in these early results with a particular view to assessing how well the examination questions assessed SLO A and B. 

1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Spring/2009] – Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
The department will continue to administer the examination and collect the data. In the immediate future, the Curriculum Committee will continue to meet to determine the effectiveness of some of the examination questions and to discuss the impact of the results on curricula and teaching methods. 

The department determined that this first set of data and results may be considered a ‘pilot project.’ As of Spring 2009, a new data collection and assessment method will be implemented to cross reference demographic results against success in the exit exam. In the future, it would be most helpful for the data to be entered into SPSS software to allow for long-term collection of data and a more detailed analysis of results. Professor Melinda Jackson, a member of the department’s curriculum committee, has offered to develop such a data set. Only at that point will it be possible to determine with any accuracy exactly how and where modifications to pedagogy might be attempted.

1.4 Results of Action Items

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
Please see 1.3 above.

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




2.1 Data Collection:
[Fall/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Please see 1.1. above.

2.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Fall/2008] – Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Please see 1.2. above

2.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Spring/2009 – Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
Please see 1.3 above

2.4 Results of Action Items

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
Please see 1.4. above.

	#3 [Please enter Student Learning Outcome #3 here]

Not Applicable in this instance


3.1 Data Collection:
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

3.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

3.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
3.4 Results of Action Items

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
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