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ARCHIVAL INFORMATION
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	Clark 429
	Person to Contact:
	Danielle Trudeau
	924-4594
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Does the information (e.g., Mission, Goals, and/or Learning Outcomes) posted on the web (see, http://www.sjsu.edu/ugs/assessment/programs/ ) for this program need to be updated?
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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.

.
	
	When will data be collected? (must be at least once each program planning cycle)
	Semester the SLO is focus of efforts (no PP cycle, each semester put this semester by the appropriate SLO)

	SLOs
	
	

	1a
	
	

	1b
	Linguistic Analysis
	S09

	1c
	
	

	2
	Develop Thesis & Research Paper
	F09

	3
	
	

	4
	Academic Standards for Research Papers
	F08 / S09

	5
	
	

	6
	
	

	7
	
	


	SLO 4: Become more proficient at using research tools for academic papers at graduate level and at processing collected data in compliance with academic standards.




Evidence for Need:  
What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?
[Spring/2008] In FREN 240 the students showed weaknesses using research tools for writing papers at the graduate level and at processing information in compliance with academic standards.
Actions Taken:  
What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, etc)?

[Fall/2008] FREN 202 implemented formative assignments in bibliography that were part of the final grade. The students were given progress reports on their research projects and were graded on their ability to use the resources according to the standards of academic research.

[Spring/2009] In FREN 220 most students received a low grade on their first paper for not following the academic standards. Some students were new in the program and had not taken the previous course in the fall. The second analysis met the standards in both content and format.

[Spring 2009]  The students had to follow specific guidelines to write linguistic analysis papers; the first paper did not meet the standards; the second one did meet the standards

It would be good to have common guidelines for research papers, as well as a common grading rubric based on:

· Content and Critical Thinking

· Organization

· Compliance with Academic Standards

· Grammar and Spelling

Evidence for Impact: 
 What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

 [Fall/2008] In FREN 202 the students demonstrated greater ability to organize and format their research projects according to academic standards.  They also made fewer grammatical and spelling mistakes.

[Spring/2009] In FREN 220 the students sought guidance after having received a lower grade in their first paper. 

	SLO 1b: Improve ability to undertake graduate-level coursework by analyzing cultural productions from the following three perspectives: Historical and cultural, Linguistic and stylistic, Literary and literary theory.




I.  Initial Evidence of Student Learning:
What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?
[Spring/2009] In FREN 220 most students received a low grade on their first paper for not following the academic standards. Some students were new in the program and had not taken the previous course (FREN 202) in the fall. 
II.  Intervention(s) (if necessary):

e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy….
[Spring 2009]  The students had to follow specific guidelines to write linguistic analysis papers; the first paper did not meet the standards. The second analysis met the standards in both content and format.
It would be beneficial to establish common guidelines and standards for research papers, as well as a common grading rubric based on:

· Content and Critical Thinking

· Organization

· Compliance with Academic Standards

· Grammar and Spelling

III.  Evidence of Student Learning after Intervention.

[Spring/2009] The students followed the guidelines once they realized they were linked to grading ; they can produce academic quality research papers in French if they know their grade will be based on the structure, the content, and their ability to use bibliographic materials to support their opinions. Progress reports are also critical. The students sought guidance after having received a lower grade in their first paper and became more interested in the analytical methods presented in class and in their manual. 
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