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Spring 2009 – Spring 2010

As you now know an interim report on the assessment of student learning is due to WASC in fall of 2010. We have been asked to demonstrate that we are using assessment data to improve student learning (i.e., “closing the assessment loop”) and that the assessment process is sustainable. To that end, we are asking programs to report on their most complete student learning outcome (SLO) during this reporting cycle. Please identify your selected SLO in the box below and provide the requested information.
Program Information
	Degree Program(s):
	MA in Kinesiology
	Department:
	Kinesiology

	Department Chair:
	Shirley Reekie
	Phone:
	4-3020

	Report Prepared by:
	Ted Butryn (Grad Coordinator)
	Phone:
	4-3021


Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	Students will be able to demonstrate the acquisition of knowledge, and strength in an area of study, within Kinesiology through the graduate culminating experience (SLO #3 of 3)


Evidence for Need:  
While the previous assessment data for this SLO were acceptable, we still saw room for improving the final KIN 298 projects that are undertaken by the majority of KIN graduate students. Anecdotal information/ comments (assessment retreat, 2009) indicated that faculty were unhappy with the lack of data driven results in the graduate projects (culminating experience), realized that the KIN 298 evaluation rubric did not reflect desired criteria nor tangible  and the failure of three student in Spring 2009 made  it clear that the department could do more to assess and then help improve the final culminating experience of the students in the graduate program.

Actions Taken:  
Several steps have been taken not only to address SLO #3, but to improve the entire quality of the graduate program. They were:

· Fall 2008 the graduate committee voted to create 4 new concentrations in KIN, as opposed to the 11 different “emphasis areas” that existed previously. These concentrations were approved and will be listed in the Fall 2010 catalog. 

· Require a significantly higher entrance requirements to the program. Application requirements are now:  1)requiring a GPA ≥ 3.0;  2) letters of recommendation; and 3) GRE scores of ≥900. 
· Submitted course changes (Fall 2009) to both core grad courses - KIN 250 and KIN 251. Both courses now require students to design a study, collect and analyze data, and write up the results in addition to the review of literature.

· Spring of 2009, a new Plan B project director was appointed, who immediately closed several loopholes in the evaluation criteria. Literature review is now mandatory. In addition, we reconfigured the evaluation form to more adequately reflect the criteria that we wanted to evaluate, and that are tangible. This semester we have instituted a timeline for students to follow as well.  

Evidence for Impact:  
The impact of the increased standards related to the Plan B projects, and by extension SLO#3, has been immediate. Since several students failed for the first time in Spring 2009, the “word got out” to students that the standards had been raised.  As opposed to procrastinating, as had been the case in the past, numerous students sought out faculty who set up timelines, and more students are now going through the Human Subject Approval (IRB) process since they are actually collecting and analyzing data. 

At the end of Fall 2009 we will assess the changes to the graduate culminating experience.  They are:

· Number of IRB proposals submitted and approved

· Results of the new project evaluation tool

· Number and percentage of student passing the course
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