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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.
	
	↓Semester after Program Review
	
	
	
	Semester before next Program Review↓

	SLOs
	F08
	S09
	F09
	S10
	F10
	S11
	F11
	S12
	F12
	S13

	1
	FREN 101A C, D, I
FREN 132

C, D, I
	FREN 101B
C, D, I

FREN 120B

C, D, I
	FREN 140A
C, D, I


	FREN 170
C, D, I


	FREN 120A
C, D, I


	FREN 120B
C, D, I


	FREN 140A
C, D, I


	FREN 140B
C, D, I

FREN 160

C, D, I


	FREN 132
C, D, I


	

	2
	FREN 101A

C, D,I

FREN 120A
 C, D, I

FREN 132

C, D, I
	FREN 101B

C, D, I

FREN 120B

C, D, I
	FREN 140A

C, D, I


	FREN 170

C, D, I


	FREN 120A

C, D, I


	FREN 120B

C, D, I


	FREN 140A

C, D, I


	FREN 140B

C, D, I

FREN 160

C, D, I


	FREN 132

C, D, I


	

	3
	FREN 101C
C, D
	FREN 105
C, D
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	FREN 101C

C, D
	FREN 105

C, D
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	    5
	FREN 101A C, D

FREN 132

C, D
	FREN 101B

C, D

FREN 105

C, D

	FREN 140A

C, D


	FREN 170

C, D


	FREN 120A

C, D


	FREN 120B

C, D


	FREN 140A

C, D


	FREN 140B

C, D


	FREN 132

C, D


	

	   6
	FREN 101C

C, D,I

FREN 102A

 C, D, I

FREN 132

C, D, I
	FREN 102B

C, D, I

FREN 120B

C, D, I
	FREN 102C

C, D, I

FREN 140A

C, D, I


	FREN 170

C, D, I


	FREN 120A

C, D, I


	FREN 120B

C, D, I


	FREN 140A

C, D, I


	FREN 140B

C, D, I

FREN 160

C, D, I


	FREN 132

C, D, I


	

	   7
	FREN 102A C, D

FREN 120A

C, D
	FREN 120B

C, D


	FREN 102C

C, D

FREN 140A

C, D


	
	FREN 120A

C, D


	FREN 120B

C, D


	FREN 140A

C, D


	FREN 140B

C, D

FREN 160

C, D


	
	

	   8
	FREN 102A C, D

FREN 132

C, D
	FREN 102B

C, D

FREN 120B

C, D


	FREN 102C

C, D

FREN 140A

C, D


	FREN 170
C, D


	FREN 120A

C, D


	FREN 120B

C, D


	FREN 140A

C, D


	FREN 140B

C, D

FREN 160

C, D


	FREN 132
C, D


	

	   9
	FREN 101A C, D

FREN 101C

C, D

FREN 102A

C, D

FREN 132

C, D
	FREN 101B

C, D

FREN 102B

C, D

FREN 

105

C, D


	FREN 102C

C, D


	
	
	FREN 120B

C, D


	
	
	FREN 132

C, D


	


*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 
	· Written Expression in French


I. Data Collection:
a. [Spring/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
FREN 170 – 4 translations and related activities, and 1 final exam assessed the students’ written expression. 75% of the students received grade B or better.

II. What have you learned about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/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 course should include more graded exercises (6) in written translation from English into French.

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Spring/2008] – 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?
Results of Action Items

Student Learning Outcome #2 
	· Reading Comprehension


I. Data Collection:
[Spring/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
Four (4) versions and two (2) themes and related activities assessed the students reading comprehension in French and English. The texts were authentic and current newspaper articles, excerpts from instruction manuals, and literary texts. 90% of the students met this objective with grade B or better.

II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/2008] – Idioms, cultural references, and allusions in both languages pose problems. The students need to be trained in reading newspapers. Some cultural aspects and the content of the texts to be translated required the students to gather information on topics that were new to them (health care systems in the U.S. and Canada, emergency procedures.)

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Spring/2008] – Include more newspaper or magazine articles in the French curriculum and in all courses.

Results of Action Items

Student Learning Outcome 5
	· Literacy


I. Data Collection: 

 [Spring/2008] – FREN 170

Literacy in translation theory and terminology was assessed through commentaries made on translation homework and by final exam. 70% received grade B or better. 

II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/2008] –

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Fall/2008] – Introduce basic translation theory in FREN 101C in which a new textbook stressing translation (Contrastes) will be used.

IV. Results of Action Items

Student Learning Outcome 6
	· Cultural analysis and comparison


I. Data Collection

 [Spring/2008] – 
FREN 170 – Although there was no essay writing in this course, the students had to take into account some cultural idiosyncrasies in their translation homework. 80% of the students met this objective with grade B and better.
II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/2008] –Newspaper articles are an excellent tool to develop our students’ cultural proficiency and ability to easily locate information on specialized topics (e.g. health, politics, technology, the environment.)

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Fall/2008] – Include more newspaper articles in the curriculum.

IV. Results of Action Items
Student Learning Outcome 8

	· Connection to other disciplines and language communities


I. Data Collection
 [Spring/2008] – 
FREN 170 – The students had to conduct research and gather information on several topics related to contemporary life in the U.S., Canada, and French-speaking countries. This was assessed through in-class discussions. 75% met this objective with grade B or better. 

Also this SLO was assessed through translation homework (6-12 translations, 6 mandatory). 25% of the students showed low levels of general knowledge and ability to identify what is specific to each culture and language. 
II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/2008] –

Newspaper articles are an excellent tool to develop our students’ cultural proficiency and ability to easily locate information on specialized topics (e.g. health, politics, technology, the environment.)

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Fall/2008] – Include more translation and more newspaper/magazine articles at an earlier stage in the curriculum in order to make the students aware of the necessity to distinguish what is specific to each language and culture.

IV. Results of Action Items
Student Learning Outcome 9

	· Technology


I. Data Collection

 [Spring/2008] – FREN 170 – Use of online translation tools: dictionary, thesaurus, encyclopedia, atlas, etc, and apply critical thinking in selecting the most reliable information sources. This SLO was assessed by a question in final exam (Report in progress) and an on-site translation exercise. The students also had to use online tools for their homework.  
II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/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?

Develop other assessment instruments to measure the students’ ability to use technology in their course assignments.

III. Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[Fall/2008] – 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?
      Include more newspaper articles in the curriculum.

IV.  Results of Action Items

Page 1 of 9 
Revised: 04/07/2008


