#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:        Theology                                                       Date: 1-9-15

	Members involved with analysis of artifacts: 5

	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). The department reviewed a random sample of papers from one section of Theo 210.  Each department member read a set of papers, scoring the papers based upon the scoring rubric.  See the attached document for the scoring rubric.
 

	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): 
1.
To what degree does a student articulate the theological construct of vocation within a Biblical framework?

2.
Does the student demonstrate an understanding that vocation involves multiple contexts, duties, responsibilities, and challenges?

3.
Does the student demonstrate a balanced, realistic, and healthy balance in carrying out vocation in all of its relationships?

2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional. 
Students met the outcome regarding the area of defining and explaining vocation within a Biblical framework as well as explaining their responsibilities, duties, and challenges they face in their vocations.  What the assessment demonstrated to the department was the challenge for students to see themselves in mutliple vocations and how these vocations can be met in a balanced, realistic, and healthy manner.  The results give the demonstrate a base line for future assessment on vocation.  See the attached document for the assessment results.
3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s).
 1.  Students met the outcome related to articulating a theological construct of vocation within a Biblcal framework.
2.  Students met the outcome related to demonstrating an understanding of vocation involving multiple contexts, duties, responsibilities, and challenges.

3.  Students did not meet the outcome related to demonstrating a balanced, realistic, and healthy balance in carrying out vocation in all of its relationships.





	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: 1/9/2015
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department) Met as department
Who were results shared with? (List names):  Profs. Reek, Groth, Blanco, Meehl, Holtorf


	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? 
     1.  The department will review the multiple definitions of vocation and decide upon a common definition.
2.  Do the same types of ideas related to vocation emerge from multiple sections in Spring 2015 as from the one section assessed in Fall 2014?

2. How will the program POTENTIALLY use the results to improve student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year? 
     1.  The department will implement a common definition of vocation so that future assessment may be conducted with a common defintion in mind within the department.

2.  Should we as a faculty encourage departments to respect the sweep and scope of the curriculum?  The structure for Theo 210 is designed for sophomores, students who are still searching and discovering their sense of vocation. 



	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. No action has been taken.


	What assessment questions related to the learning outcome would the program like to investigate in the future? The department will continue to assess the term vocation in Theo 210 for second semester of 2014-15 and the 2015-16 academic year.  


	

	Submitted by: Paul Holtorf

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

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


