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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.
	
	S2008
	F2008
	S2009
	F2009
	S2010
	F2010
	S2011
	F2011
	S2012
	F2012

	1.a
	
	
	FREN 220: C,D
	
	FREN 201: I
	
	I
	
	D
	

	1.b
	
	
	FREN 220: C, D
	
	FREN 201: I
	
	I
	
	D
	

	1.c
	FREN 250: C,D
	
	
	
	
	FREN260:C,D
	FREN 270: C,D
	
	
	FREN 260: I

	2
	D
	
	
	FREN 240: C,D
	
	
	
	FREN 250: C,D
	
	

	3
	
	D
	
	FREN 240: C,D
	
	I
	
	
	FREN 201: I
	

	4
	FREN 240: C, D
	FREN 202: I
	
	
	
	
	D
	FREN 202: I
	
	D

	5
	FREN 250: C, D
	
	
	
	FREN 250: I
	
	I
	I
	
	D

	6
	FREN 240: C,D
	FREN 202: I
	
	D
	
	
	
	I
	I
	

	7
	
	
	
	
	
	FREN 210: C,D
	
	
	
	FREN 210: I


*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.

	SLO 1C:  Literary and Critical Theory – FREN 250


I. Data Collection:
[Spring/2008] – Preliminary questionnaire on literary genres and psychoanalytic theory applied to literature; 7 quizzes; 1 final exam; 1 term paper; 1 oral presentation.On April 16 80% of the students met the objective with grade B or better.

II. What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
[Spring/2008] – 
a. Keep the students on target to approach texts from a critical perspective rather than biographical or impressionistic.

b. Guide the students step by step on applying concepts to literary criticism.

c. Help the students understand the various literary approaches to the same texts.

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

[Spring/2008] –

IV. Results of Action Items
	SLO 2: Improve ability to develop a thesis of a scholarly nature on a special topic


I. Data Collection:
[Spring/2008]

FREN 240 - As a result of data collected and analyzed in Fall 07 linked to SLO 1.c, it was decided that greater emphasis needs to be placed on improving the students’ ability to process information for scholarly presentations and research papers. In Spring 2008 in FREN 240, students were required to submit at various, critical junctures in the semester progress reports in the form of a preliminary bibliography and thesis statement for the end-of-semester research project. These progress reports were all deemed satisfactory and students were given the go ahead to continue working on their research paper.

FREN 250 - The students were guided through the process of developing their term paper (12-15 pages in French). This was part of the participation grade in class. Early in the semester they turned in the title and a short bibliography; three weeks later they turned in the outline, introduction, revised bibliography; they received feedback through every step; they then turned in a partial first draft and at the end of the semester their final version. 90% of the students met the objective with 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?

We will stay the course because the students do not seem to have received this kind of preparation before they entered the program. 

III. 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?
IV.  Results of Action Items
	SLO 4: Become more proficient in using research tools for academic papers at graduate level.


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

FREN 240 - a bibliographic exercise was especially designed for the purpose of evaluating and improving the students’ ability to process information for scholarly presentations and research papers. This was part of the participation grade in class. 80% of students earned a “B” and 20% of students earned an “A.” 

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?

More exercises of this nature are needed in all graduate courses.  

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?

Develop a summative assessment tool (exam question, quizzes, etc) and assign grading percentage for this specific task in all graduate courses. 

Require a minimum bibliography of 10 titles (articles and books) in either French or English. 

IV. Results of Action Items
	SLO 5: Improve ability to use interdisciplinary approaches and make connections between cultures and languages


I. Data Collection:
[Spring/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
FREN 250 – Students were encouraged to use art, film, music, or literature to illustrate a number of psychoanalytic concepts in their term paper (1) and/or presentation (1). 85% met this objective with a B or better.

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?
Based on a student survey conducted at the end the semester, the students found that the use of art helped them grasp the psychoanalytic concepts. 

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?

Results of Action Items

	SLO 6: Improve knowledge of the French-speaking world


I. Data Collection:
[Spring/2008] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
FREN 240 - Assessment activities in FREN 240 (oral presentation, midterm, final and research 

paper) were used to measure objectively the students’ competence or knowledge of the Francophone world by comparing and contrasting cultural and literary features of the various Francophone regions and their literary production. Even though students were overall successful in identifying cultural and literary features of the various Francophone regions and their literary production, students were less successful in comparing and contrasting these features. Nevertheless, 100% of the students met objective 6 with a grade of “B” or better.

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?
Based on the Spring 2008 end-of-semester research paper and as a continuation of findings from previous semesters, such as Fall 07, more attention is clearly needed to help students develop a clear and comprehensive thesis statement and prepare a set of arguments or a written discussion which is presented in a coherent and organized manner in support of their thesis statement. In addition the majority of students or overall students lacked a clear idea of what is required or expected of them (i.e. critical thinking and research skills) and how to successfully incorporate them into a research paper. Likewise, students have difficulty distinguishing between simply making superficial descriptions of a work and analyzing in depth and drawing conclusions (“connections”) using a critical approach based on their findings as to, for example, the thematic and stylistic characteristics of a work or a series of works within a single course and, especially, across several courses or what is commonly referred to as “interrelatedness” of knowledge.

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?

IV. Results of Action Items
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