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STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOME (SLO #6)


Evidence for Need:

This required, significant capstone project presented numerous challenges to our department’s students in the absence of standardized materials, assignments, expectations and clear grading rubrics.  As a result, our graduation rate was lower than desired.  

Changes for Curriculum or Pedagogy:

Students pursuing their masters project are now required to attend a five-session URBP-298A class which is graded on a Credit/No Credit (CR/NC) basis.  This course was created in 2006 to guide students through the process of preparing a professional research project in an effort to improve the quality of the student learning outcomes listed above.  

Students receive a grade of CR for URBP 298A if they:

•  Score a grade of B or better on a final research and a final literature review 

•  Submit an IRB application to the SJSU IRB Coordinator. 

•  Submit an acceptable draft of one report chapter that totals at least 4,000 words of good quality writing

Additionally, in order to receive a passing grade on the finished masters project, the department has developed a point-based grading rubric that clarifies expectations within three primary outcome categories; the rubric was substantially revised in spring 2007 and is presented below in its present form.
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Outcome 1. Demonstrates ability to conceptualize problems from complex, real world situations so the 

problems are meaningful to clients, and are research worthy   (maximum score: 12)

0

1.

  

Are the research questions and/or goals well defined and clearly stated? 4 3 2 1 0.5 0

2.

  

Does the author demonstrate in-depth familiarity with relevant literature on the subject? 4 3 2 1 1.5 0

3.

 

 Is the methodology appropriate to answer the research question(s)? 4 3 2 1 1 0

Outcome 2. Demonstrates ability to collect, analyze, and synthesize information from multiple sources 

(maximum score: 16)

0

4. Is the data collected sufficient in quality and depth to answer the research question? 4 3 2 1 1.5 0

5.

  

Is the analysis direct, competent, and appropriate? 4 3 2 1 1.5 0

6.

 

Are the conclusions sophisticated and based on the results of the analysis, as a logical extension of the findings? 4 3 2 1 0.5 0

7.

  

Does the author show how his/her analysis and findings fit into the larger context of the literature and current 

professional practice?

4 3 2 1 0.5 0

Outcome 3. Demonstrates ability to communicate effectively in writing and by expressing concepts in 

visual terms    (maximum score: 12)

0

8.

  

Is the material logically organized, so that a reader can easily follow the writer’s train of thought? 4 3 2 1 1 0

9.

  

Is the writing grammatically correct and free of typos? 4 3 2 1 0.5 0

10.

  

Do tables and figures add useful/important information for the reader?  4 3 2 1 0.5 0

11. 

 

Is the report attractive and professional in appearance? 4 3 2 1 0.5 0

12.

   

Are citations included where appropriate, and are footnotes and bibliography properly formatted? 4 3 2 1 0.5 0

Overall Assessment:       Excellent          Good          Marginal            Unacceptable

0

Unacceptable: The work needs to be entirely redone.

PLANNING REPORT
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    ASSESSMENT OF STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES

Excellent: As a supervisor, you would consider this work ready for public distribution without any substantial modification.

Overall Score

Evaluator:

Good: As a supervisor, you would consider this work essentially sound, but in need of some refinement before public distribution.

Marginal: As a supervisor, you would conclude that the work contained some worthwhile elements, but required major revisions before public distribution.

Note: Passing reports must receive at least a score of 8, 10, and 8 on Outcomes 1, 2 and 3, respectively.  To be considered for honors, reports must receive at least 36 points 

and demonstrate exceptional originality and creativity in the choice of research question, methodology, or analysis techniques.


Evidence for Impact:
Since completion of a research-based masters project is a significant requirement for graduation, the department’s investment of time and teaching resources in the URBP-298 course has resulted in a three-fold improvement in annual graduation rates.  For example, prior to the development of the course in 2006, the department graduated approximately 10-11 students annually.  Now, our department typically graduates 35 students annually.  Further, though we do not have an accurate estimate of the change in quality, however, the faculty supervising the master’s projects agree that the quality of the project reports have definitely improved. 
Production of a professional-grade masters project as a condition of obtaining a Masters degree in Urban and Regional Planning, involving the designing and conducting of first-hand research (SLO 6a), the framing of research questions and hypotheses (SLO 6b), and the analysis and synthesis of data from multiple sources (SLO 6c)











