

Program Assessment Report


Assessment Reporting 

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):
	Radio-Television-Film
	Department:
	TRFT

	Department Chair:
	Anne Fountain (Interim)
	Phone:
	X4530

	Report Prepared by:
	Kimb Massey
	Phone:
	X4571


Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	(SLO#4) Student Learning Objective #4: Understand how to plan, produce, write and direct radio, television and film/cinema projects. Achieve professional-level skills of production. Select and operate video/television, film, and audio/radio technologies.


Evidence for Need:  
What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities, data, and discussions that led to this decision)?
RTVF has just undergone a complete curricular overhaul (effective F2010.) So many changes have been made based upon three assessment areas: Surveying alumni to find out what was missing from their education now that they are employed post college; reviewing final productions to ascertain whether specific production skills are present in them, reviewing all courses to identify redundancy and areas that might need updating. Also, indentifying “missing” components of the curriculum.

Our conclusions are based upon a 1.5 year analysis, numerous retreats, analyses of other RTVF programs around the country, interviews with students and industry professionals, etc. It has been a lot of work, but we feel it was worth it.

Changes to Curriculum or Pedagogy:  
What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?
One specific example of our assessment (there were many) that spawned change: our sound sequence. We determined that the introduction course was not robust enough so we expanded it, cut our intermediate course completely and moved the advanced “application” of sound to our radio station sequence as well as a revamped culminating senior projects course (hands-on learning.) In our sweeping program change, we deleted 6 courses, added 2 and uncross-listed over a dozen. We downsized according to the University mandate.
Evidence for Impact:  
What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 
We will not know until F2010 when these changes go into effect.
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