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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.

Student Learning Outcome #1 
	Students will be able to demonstrate the ability to synthesize information and communicate it clearly and concisely in a written manner utilizing appropriate APA style in the discipline of Kinesiology


1.1 Data Collection:
 (spr07) Data is currently being collected in the KIN 250 course. In the last data collection period, data was collected in the KIN 250 (Research Methods) course, as has been the case since the implementation of the SLO. The instructor designated to grade the final pre proposal papers in KIN 250 (Butryn for Spring 07) used the standard rubric to help grade papers according to content, organization, grammar, and style.  Further, using the standard of a “B or above” the faculty member determined the total percentage of students in the KIN 250 course that are deemed competent on SLO #1. For Spring 07, 16 out of 20 students achieved the standard (80%). Under content, the percentage of students meeting the criteria was also 80%. For organization, it was 75%, or 15 students, for grammar, it was also 75%, and for style, it was 85%. Thus, the percentages within the individual rubric categories generally reflected the overall assessment data for the SLO. Style was slightly higher because the main issue, APA, was pretty good across most papers, even papers with poorer content. 

1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
The SLO #1 has been a pretty effective predictor of student success, and it corresponds to the data from SLO #3, which is essentially our data for final theses & projects. We see the ongoing need to work with students on their grammar and organization as being a key focus in future semesters. We have hammered on APA style more that in the past, perhaps, as well. Overall, the data for SLO #1 indicates that students are learning to write and synthesize information effectively, although as noted, we have work to do in a couple specific elements.

1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

As noted above, we continue to focus on APA, and we also require, across instructors, a pre-proposal paper that is due well before the final proposal. In addition, we have started bringing our best thesis examples to class, so that students have in-class time to connect the course material with how it looks as a finished product. The SLO #1 data is again being collected this semester, Fall 2008, by Ted BUtryn and Emily Wughalter in the KIN 250 course.

1.4 Results of Action
Student Learning Outcome #2 
	Students will be able to demonstrate the ability to synthesize information in Kinesiology and communicate it clearly and concisely in an oral manner


RECORD OF ASSESSMENT
Begin generating a record of assessment for this Student Learning Outcome in which you record the following areas of assessment activity. Start each entry with the semester in which the activity(s) occurred followed by a description of the activity(s).These dates and activities should correspond with the “Schedule of Assessment Activities” on the first page of this report.

2.1 Data Collection:
[Fall 2007] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? In Fall of 2007, data was collected for SLO #2 in our KIN 251 class, which is one of our two core courses (along with KIN 250). A standard rubric to evaluate students’ performance on the final class presentation. The grad coordinator was on sabbatical, and unfortunately the individual rubric data was not collected for this one semester. Thus, only overall data on SLO for the two sections of KIN 251 offered in the Fall are available. In section 1, 20 out of 20 students met the criteria of B or above on the final oral presentation, and thus 100% met the SLO. Two additional students were in the class, but dropped/withdrew. In section 2, the data were exactly the same, with 100% of the 20 students meeting the B or above standard.

 2.2 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?
Certainly, the data over the last few data collection periods for SLO #2 show that our students are able to orally present their work clearly and concisely. As noted above in the discussion of SLO #1, we feel that it is really the written part of the graduate work that is in need of some attention. 

2.3 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?
Given the high % of students who have met the requirements for SLO #2 over the last few data collection cycles, no changes in SLO #2 are being considered at this time. That said, the graduate coordinator will take more care in reminding faculty to collect their data. 

2.4 Results of Action
Student Learning Outcome  #3
	Students will be able to demonstrate the acquisition of knowledge, and strength in an area of study, within Kinesiology through the graduate culminating experience


RECORD OF ASSESSMENT
Begin generating a record of assessment for this Student Learning Outcome in which you record the following areas of assessment activity. Start each entry with the semester in which the activity(s) occurred followed by a description of the activity(s).These dates and activities should correspond with the “Schedule of Assessment Activities” on the first page of this report.

3.1 Data Collection:
[Spring 2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
Data for SLO #3 was collected in Spring of 2008 from all faculty in the KIN department who, during the course of the Spring 2008 semester: 1) had a thesis student attempt to defend their KIN 299 thesis, and/or 2) had a masters student attempt to defend their KIN 298 poster project. For each student attempting one of the aforementioned defenses, the faculty member completed one SLO #3 assessment summary sheet that indicates overall achievement (pass or no pass) as well as content, organization, grammar, and style of their theses/projects. For the Spring semester, approximately 23 our of 24 students met the SLO objective by successfully completing the culminating experiences. The data were also similar to the SLO #1 data, in terms of the lower proficiency in grammar, in particular. Several students had to rewrite their KIN 298 Plan B abstracts to conform to APA style, and resubmit them While they all ultimately passed the Plan B, we still obviously need to continue to work on grammar and adherence to APA in both the KIN 250 and 251 courses.

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?
Obviously, the high percentage of students over the last few collection periods has been high, so we conclude that student learning and their abilities to demonstrate acquisition of knowledge and strength in an area of study is quite impressive.

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?
We will continue to assess SLO #3 in the same way. However, we may, in the future, have larger discussions on whether adding another SLO that specifically address writing would be warranted. While information pertaining to writing and APA style are collected in SLO#s 1 through 3, perhaps an SLO directed specifically at these elements would help us better address these elements.

3.4 Results of Action
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