#1. Undergraduate Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes
To be completed by Departments and submitted by the Department Chair to the BlackBoard Assessment Site. 
	Department: Theology                                 Date: September 29, 2015

	Members involved with development of Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes – 
Paul Holtorf, Charles Blanco, Terence Groth, Mark Meehl, and Dirk Reek


	Student Outcome: What student outcome from the departmental matrix will be assessed? (It is suggested that you cut and paste directly from the matrix. Clarify if the student outcome has a more specific focus than the broader outcome. Outcomes should represent the absolute priorities for learning- students must be able to do [this] when they finish our program).   
State as follows:  Students should be able to [action verb] [something].    Students will articulate and use theological constructs relevant to the field (e.g., proper distinction between Law and Gospel, Christocentricity, formal and material principles, original sin, etc.)

The theological construct the department is assessing for the 2015-16 academic year is Christology.


	Background: What factors caused you to choose this particular assessment outcome? If you chose this outcome because of a perceived problem, please explain.As part of the assessment review process, the department reviewed the mission framework of the department.  The following is the department's framework:

MISSION FRAMEWORK

MISSION:

To strengthen congregational ministry by equipping students with a Christ-centered theological education for professional church work and lay ministries, enabling them to be dynamic servant leaders in their vocations.

CORE VALUES:

•
CUNE demonstrates a strong commitment to the Holy Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions.

•
CUNE remains one of the largest contributors of church-workers to the LC-MS.

•
The theology emphasis within the general education as well as in the various programs demonstrate the holistic Christ-centered approach to education so that students develop the knowledge, dispositions, and skills to serve in their vocation to both church and world.

•
A solid theology program taught by qualified scholars is essential to the maintaining of all of the above

Based on the review of the mission framework, the department will focus on Christology as it relates to those courses that impact those students who will receive the Lutheran Teacher Diploma and thus become church-workers in the LC-MS.


	Question: What specific question(s) are you attempting to answer through assessing this student outcome? (What are you trying to find out? There may be more than one question, but no more than three.)
1.  Can a student demonstrate the centrality of the mission and work of Jesus in a study and/or an application of a Biblical text?

2. Does the student employ the appropriate terminology regarding the person and work of Jesus Christ?


	Methodology: 

1. OBJECT* - What data (i.e. artifact, exam score, detailed description of assignment) will be collected?      Writing assignment related to courses Theo 251, Theo 252, and Theo 361.
a. How does this data address the assessment question? The data will demonstrate to what degree the student has gained a base understanding of Christology within a selection of courses in the Lutheran Teacher Dipolma curriculum.  The key concepts identified in the above sections of this document will serve as assessment points in the determination of a student's knowledge level re: Christology.
i. Include/attach a description/example of assessment tool to be used.

2. How will data be collected? Upon completion of the writing assignments in the mentioned courses for both I and II Semesters of academic year 2015-16.

	Analysis of Artifacts: PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - Discuss: 
1) How the artifacts will be analyzed (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used):   Following the collection of the writing assignments from the courses listed above, the department will randomly select 30-40% from across the courses and score them.  Attached is the rubric.
 2) How you will know if it is good (i.e. score required by % of students):  The Fall 2015 and Spring 2016 analysis will serve as a benchmark for future academic year assessments.  Following the 2015-16 academic year, the department will review the writing assignment and the scoring rubric to see if they are providing meaningful data related to the student's outcome.

	Submitted by:  Paul Holtorf                                                                Date:    September 29, 2015

	Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (Date):     10/23/15   APPROVED

	Department Chair notified/additional action:    It is ok this year to use the assessment to establish bench marks but next year you need to set criteria that determines if students have successfully achieved/completed the goal. i.e. X% of students will achieve X score or above.


