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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
	F05 ( or earlier)
	S06
	F06
	S07
	F07
	S08
	F08
	S09
	F09
	S10

	1
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	CD
	D
	C
	CD
	CD
	D

	2
	C
	C,D
	   D,I
	C
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD

	3
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	CD
	CD
	D
	C
	CD
	CD

	4
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	CD
	D
	C
	CD
	CD
	D

	    5
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD

	6
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	
	C
	CD
	CD
	D
	C
	CD

	7
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	D
	C
	D
	C
	D
	C

	8
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	
	
	C
	CD
	D
	
	C

	9
	C
	D
	D,I
	
	
	
	C
	D
	
	

	10
	C
	C,D
	D,I
	C
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD
	CD

	11
	C
	D
	D.I
	
	C
	D
	C
	D
	C
	D

	12
	C
	D
	D,I
	
	C
	D
	C
	D
	C
	D

	13
	C
	D
	D,I
	
	
	
	C
	D
	
	

	14
	C
	
	D,I
	C
	D
	
	
	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 
	· The ability to follow and adapt software development processes


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS46B section 3 (Taylor).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS151 section 4 (Kim).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS160 sections 1 and 2 (Tseng).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS46A sections 1 and 3 (N. Khuri).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007

Instructors for CS 46A (2 sections) and CS 49C (1 section) are including questions on the final exams to test SLO #1 at a beginning level of competency.
Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 1 section of 46A, 1 section of 49J, 3 sections of 151, and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.
II. 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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #2 
	Comprehensive knowledge of object-oriented programming in Java


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS 146 sections 3 and 4 (Taylor).

Fall 2007

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS46B section 3 (Taylor).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS151 section 4 (Kim).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS160 sections 1 and 2 (Tseng).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS46A sections 1 and 3 (N. Khuri).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007

Instructor for CS 46A (2 sections) are including questions on the final exam to test SLO #2 at a beginning level of competency.

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 46A
Fall 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 1 section of 46A, 1 section of 49J, 2 sections of 146, 3 sections of 151, and 2 sections of 160.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #3 
	· The ability to select, design, and implement appropriate data structures and algorithms


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS 146 sections 3 and 4 (Taylor).

Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at a Beginning Level of Competency for CS46B section 3 (Taylor).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS151 section 4 (Kim).

Spring 2007

Instructor for CS 149 (2 sections) is including questions on the final exam to test SLO #3 at an intermediate level of competency

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 146

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 149

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 2 sections of 146 and 3 sections of 151

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #4
	· The ability to design computing systems that are appropriate for commonly used hardware


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS147 section 3 (Lee).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS152 sections 2 and 3 (Pearce).

Spring 2007

Instructor in CS 47 (2 sections) is including questions on the final exam to test SLO #4 at a beginning level of competency. Instructor in CS 149 (2 sections) is including questions on the final exam to test SLO #4 at an intermediate level of competency.

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 47

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 149
Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 2 sections of 147 and 2 sections of 152

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #5 
	· The ability to operate commonly used tools for software development, testing, and management


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS 146 sections 3 and 4 (Taylor).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS 149 sections 2 and 3 (Chun).

Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS160 sections 1 and 2 (Tseng).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS46A sections 1 and 3 (N. Khuri).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS152 sections 2 and 3 (Pearce).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007

Instructors in CS 46A (2 sections) and CS 49C (1 section) are including questions on the final exam to test SLO #5 at a beginning level of competency.

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 46A

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 146

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 149

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 1 section of 46A, 1 section of 49J, 2 sections of 146, 3 sections of 151, and 2 sections of 160.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
We performed an analysis and discussed the results of the Direct Measurements from Spring ’07 CS 46A for this SLO.  The CS Department’s Assessment Committee Recommends that a "watch" be placed on this SLO for CS46A (which reads "The ability to operate commonly used tools for software development, testing, and management”) because the direct measurement raw data reports that 66% of the students failed to achieve it, only 25% achieved it, and 9% partially achieved it. Of particular concern was that the target level of competency for this SLO #5 in this class was a Beginning (B) level. The data suggests that many students had absolutely no experience with Tools. In some ways, this might be expected of students at the early stages of their CS studies, especially in their very first CS programming course. However, unless this lack of Tool knowledge is corrected quickly, perhaps with supplemental curriculum in Tool usage, it could be an impediment to student success in future courses.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
We performed an analysis and discussed the results of the Direct Measurements from Spring’07 CS46A for this SLO.  The CS Department’s Assessment Committee Recommends that a "watch" be placed on this SLO for CS46A (which reads "The ability to operate commonly used tools for software development, testing, and management”) because the direct measurement raw data reports that 66% of the students failed to achieve it, only 25% achieved it, and 9% partially achieved it. Of particular concern was that the target level of competency for this SLO #5 in this class was a Beginning (B) level. The data suggests that many students had absolutely no experience with Tools. In some ways, this might be expected of students at the early stages of their CS studies, especially in their very first CS programming course. However, unless this lack of Tool knowledge is corrected quickly, perhaps with supplemental curriculum in Tool usage, it could be an impediment to student success in future courses.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #6 
	· The ability to design and implement graphical user interfaces


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at a Beginning Level of Competency for CS 46A sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS160 sections 1 and 2 (Tseng).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS46A sections 1 and 3 (N. Khuri).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 46A

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 1 section of 46A, 1 section of 49J, 3 sections of 151, and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #7 
	The ability to design computing systems that are appropriate for commonly used operating systems


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS 149 sections 2 and 3 (Chun).

Fall 2007
No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Spring 2007

Instructor in CS 47 (2 sections) is including questions on the final examine to test SLO #7 at a beginning level of competency.

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 47

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 149

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.

Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #8 
	The ability to carry out object oriented design and to apply design patterns


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at a Beginning Level of Competency for CS 46A sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Fall 2007
Student survey and exams were collected in 1 section of CS 151

Student survey and exams were collected in 1 section of CS 160
Spring 2007

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 46A

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 1 section of 46A, 3 sections of 151, and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #9 
	The ability to write programs of moderate complexity and a functional programming language 


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007
Student survey and exams were collected in 1 section of CS 152
Spring 2007

No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #10
	The ability to apply theoretical foundations of computer science to reason about performance and limitations of computing systems


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.

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

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS 146 sections 3 and 4 (Taylor).

We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Advanced Level of Competency for CS 154 sections 2 and 3 (Beeson).

Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at a Beginning Level of Competency for CS147 section 3 (Lee).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS152 sections 2 and 3 (Pearce).

Spring 2007

Instructor of CS 149 (2 sections) is including questions on the final exam to test SLO #10 at a beginning level of competency.

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 146

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 149

Student survey and exams collected in 1 section of CS 154

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 2 sections of 146, 2 sections of 147, and 2 sections of 152

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
We noted that a faculty reviewer of the indirect measurement for Spring’07 CS146 commented that the specific outcome for course CS146 which reads "Understand the basic concept of NP-completeness and realize that they may not be able to efficiently solve all problems in their careers" could be better phrased as simply "Understand the basic concept of NP-completeness". This recommendation will be forwarded to the Course Committee which oversees CS146.
We noted that the evaluator for the indirect measurement of CS154 taken during Spring’07 mentions that poor formatting on the official course syllabus is leading to two potentially different interpretations of the specific outcomes "Be able to use a pumping lemma to show that some languages are not regular and/or not context-free" and "Use closure properties to simplify proofs of non-regularity of languages". The evaluator also mentions that the official course syllabus needs updating because some of the outcomes are too restrictive, limiting how some topics are covered in the class. These observations will be forwarded to the Course Committee which oversees CS154.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

One reviewer of the CS 154 course believes the amount of work required for this course is excessive. Another reviewer believes the syllabus and outcomes should be updated.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007
We noted that a faculty reviewer of the indirect measurement for Spring ’07 CS146 commented that the specific outcome for course CS146 which reads "Understand the basic concept of NP-completeness and realize that they may not be able to efficiently solve all problems in their careers" could be better phrased as simply "Understand the basic concept of NP-completeness". This recommendation will be forwarded to the Course Committee which oversees CS146.
We noted that the evaluator for the indirect measurement of CS154 taken during Spring’07 mentions that poor formatting on the official course syllabus is leading to two potentially different interpretations of the specific outcomes "Be able to use a pumping lemma to show that some languages are not regular and/or not context-free" and "Use closure properties to simplify proofs of non-regularity of languages". The evaluator also mentions that the official course syllabus needs updating because some of the outcomes are too restrictive, limiting how some topics are covered in the class. These observations will be forwarded to the Course Committee which oversees CS154.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #11 
	The ability to give presentations and technical reports, and to participate effectively in technical discussions


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS151 section 4 (Kim).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007
No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 3 sections of 151 and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #12 
	The ability to acquire technical knowledge through self-study


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007
We collected data to perform a direct measurement for this SLO at an Intermediate Level of Competency for CS151 section 4 (Kim).

We collected data to perform an indirect measurement for this SLO using student surveys and a faculty review of the content covered in CS160 sections 3 and 4 (Araya).

Spring 2007

No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 3 sections of 151 and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Fall ’07 and found no issues.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome # 13
	The ability to solve computing problems as part of a team


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007
No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Spring 2007

No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.  To this end, data was collected using student surveys and exams in 3 sections of 151 and 2 sections of 160

Spring 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007

The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring ’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Student Learning Outcome #14 
	The ability to make ethical judgments in the design of computing systems


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.

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

We did not collect data for this SLO (per our schedule) during this semester.
Fall 2007

No direct measurement for this SLO was performed this semester per our schedule.  

Spring 2007

Instructor of Phil 134 is including questions on the final exam to test SLO #14
Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

II.  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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

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?
Spring 2008

Since no data was collected for this SLO in the preceding semester (per our schedule), no new analysis, discussion, or action items occurred for this SLO.
Fall 2007
The Computer Science Department’s Assessment Committee reviewed and discussed the data collected for this SLO during Spring’07 and found no issues.
Spring 2007

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Fall 2006

Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.

Spring 2006
Prior to Spring 2007, the assessment process was not SLO-centric.  It was mainly course-centric and involved a peer review of the course materials including exams and student surveys.
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