#2. Executive Summary: Undergraduate Program Assessment:  Student Outcomes
To be completed by Departments and submitted by the Department Chair to the Assessment Blackboard Site. 
	Department:        ECTA                                                       Date: January 9, 2015

	Members involved with analysis of artifacts: Dr. Lisa Ashby, Dr. Erica Lamm

	See #1 Undergraduate Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes for: a) Student Outcome; b) Background; c) Question(s); d) Methodology 

	Analysis of artifacts: 
1). PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - How was data analyzed? (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used).      
 

	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): 
Are students able to plan, develop, and execute a researched presentation for a specific audience?     
2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional. 
Both English 341 and CTA 103 used identical rubrics. Because of the differences in skills between an upper level English class and a general education course, results are varied. Likewise, the format of each assignment was different. Both classes assessed presentations in the latter part of the semester. 
3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s).
 The students did understand the various criteria by which they were assessed and there is evidence that they responded effectively to those criteria. Students in 103 had an average of 88.8 for their assessment and students in 341 were in the A to B range except for one category.  


	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: Fall Semester 2014 - January 9, 2015
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department) Met as a department.
Who were results shared with? (List names):  Dr. Lisa Ashby, Prof. Joy Johnson, Dr. Erica Lamm, Prof. Bryan Moore, Dr. Laurie Zum Hofe


	Discussion of Results –ACTION*-  Summarize your conclusions including: 
1.How will what the department learned from the assessment POTENTIALLY impact the teaching/learning process in your department starting the next academic year? 
     Anecdotally, physical delivery is something that could be improved in the ECTA department. Students often give presentations in our courses, but we find they are reading a Powerpoint or reading from notes. They are often uneasy with public presentation, therefore oral expression is an outcome we find we could spend more time developing across our curriculum. We will implement more opportunities to let their voices gain experience in interpretation along with the effective written expression and interpretation they do often.  
2. How will the program POTENTIALLY use the results to improve student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year? 
     Many ECTA students are introverted and we believe that many of them might benefit from more time spent on communicating what they cognitively have already figured out. Since our disciplines deal with effective communication on a daily basis, we will continue to work on development and support of finding and utilizing scholarly sources along with public presentation of that research. 


	If action is taken – it is recommended that the same plan be used for a second assessment cycle.
FEEDBACK* - Reassess outcomes if ACTION* has been taken.      


	What assessment questions related to the learning outcome would the program like to investigate in the future?        
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