#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:        Social Science                                                       Date: 1/23/15

	Members involved with analysis of artifacts: Kathy Miller, Matt Phillips, Jamie Hink, John Hink, Tobin Beck, Joel Helmer

	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). Data was analyzed using the attached rubric.
 

	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): 
Can students analyze information relating to a specific topic?
Can students synthesize information relating to a specific topic?

Can students create a report demonstrating analysis and synthesis of information?

2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional. 
We applied our rubric to papers completed in two courses; PS 211: Global Issues and Hist 308: Gilded Age Progressive Era.
PS 211: Global Issues

Ten research papers were assessed.  Four of the papers were from an assignment due Oct. 6, 2014, and six were from an assignment due Nov. 3. The papers were representative of the range of quality of the work produced by the class, which included 31 students. The instructions for the first paper were: “Pick a global issue that interests you and explain its significance. Cite at least six sources. Use the sources to provide background facts that show how the issue is significant. Do not include your opinion in this paper – instead, present basic facts and explain all relevant sides. Use MLA style for in-text citations and an end-of-text works cited list.” The instructions for the second paper were: “Pick a current international issue that involves conflict and discuss how people are working cooperatively to try to deal with the issue. Find at least six sources to cite for facts to back up your discussion. Use MLA style for in-text citations and an end-of-text works cited list.” The assigned length of each paper was 1,000 words.





      Achieved Goal
Missed Goal
      
      Averages

Integration of Knowledge

7

       3



3.1

Topic Focus



7

       3



3.2

Depth of Discussion


5

       5



2.8

Cohesiveness


8                           2



3.1



Spelling/Grammar


6

       4



2.8

Sources



8                           2



3.3



Citations



6                           4



3.2

Hist 308: Gilded Age Progressive Era

Students were instructed to write a formal, original research papers on an approved topic of their choosing.  These papers were to be based on primary sources and supported by secondary sources, cited according to the Chicago Manual of Style.  There were twelve total students in the class.  





      Achieved Goal
Missed Goal
      
      Averages

Integration of Knowledge

7


5


2.9

Topic Focus



11


1


3.3

Depth of Discussion


8


4


2.8

Cohesiveness


8


4


2.9

Spelling/Grammar


5


7


2.7

Sources



7


5


3.125

Citations



9


3


4


3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s).
 
Can students analyze information relating to a specific topic?  The first four categories, when considered cummatively, best answer this question.  The scores demonstrates that the majority (67%) reached the proficient or above level in these four categories when considered cummatively.  That being said, they did not reach the 80% proficient goal.
Can students synthesize information relating to a specific topic?  The Integration of Knowledge measure most accurately assessing synthesizing information.  Fourteen students achieved this goal (63%) and 8 did not, meaning they did not achieve the 80% proficient level.
Can students create a report demonstrating analysis and synthesis of information?  We did realaize upon applying the rubric that accurately measuring whether a student can indeed synthesize and analyze information is difficult.  It seems that most of the students did fairly well at taking broad, complex topics such as the Ebola epedemic and synthesizing it down to the important facts.  




	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: 1/9/15
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department) The department met as a group on 1/9/15
Who were results shared with? (List names):  Joel Helmer, Matthew Phillips, Kathy Miller, Jamie Hink, John Hink, Tobin Beck


	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? 
     As a group we found the process of assessing each paper with the rubric a challenging yet informative process.  We had several in-depth disucssions about the quality of the writing and content as well as sharing teaching methods when assigning writing/research projects.  One best practice that came up often was the need to provide the opportunity to revise papers and resubmit.  Altough currently not always done, we all agreed that building this into research and writing projects is something we will do in the future.  Assisting students in the process of gathering data and synthesizing it into a paper is a skill we all agreed to continue to focus on and improve for next year.   
2. How will the program POTENTIALLY use the results to improve student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year? 
     These results demonstrate that there is room for improvement in relation to research and writing.  We would again like to assess similar writing assigments next year after adjusting our teaching methods.  More pointedly teaching correct citation methods, requiring revisions, and demonstrating how to organize a research paper into correct sections with headings are all specific goals for improvement.  We believe students can synthesize information but have difficulty transfering that information to a cohesive paper.


	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?    


	

	Submitted by: Joel Helmer

	Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (date): 2/16/15

	Department Chair notified/additional action needed: na Date posted to Assessment site: 2/16/15


