#4. Executive Summary: Undergraduate Program Assessment:  Alternative Delivery
Submit to the Assessment Committee Chair via email.
	Department: History, Geography and Criminal Justice                  Date: 6/15/17     Course(s): Geog 202: World Regional Geography     

Alternative Format(s) – select as many as are applicable: 

 FORMDROPDOWN 
            FORMDROPDOWN 
           FORMDROPDOWN 
           FORMDROPDOWN 
           FORMDROPDOWN 
           FORMDROPDOWN 


	Members (must include more than course instructor only) involved with analysis of artifacts: Joel Helmer and Katelynn Tschetter

	See #3 Assessment Plan: Alternative Delivery: Student Outcomes for: a) Course requirement evaluation; b) Student Outcome; c) Question(s); e) Methodology 

	Analysis of artifacts: 
1). Student Outcome: PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - How was data analyzed? (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used). Grades for GIS assignments were collected and compared in relation to grade distribution and mean.
2). COMPARABILITY – How did you determine if the outcomes of the traditional and alternative deliver modes were comparable? (note “na” if delivery modes were not compared). Both assignments required students to learn how to use a cloud-based GIS to complete a geography assignment. 

	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): Can students successfully use Google Earth and ArcGIS Online to complete assignments examining global geographic issues?
2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional.    
The class mean for the GIS assignment in the Geog 202 Online class was 82.8% while the mean for the Geog 202 face-to-face class was 92.1%.
The grade distribution in the two courses were:

Grade Distribution
Geog 202 Face-to-Face
Geog 202 Online

A
                      35
                                 4

B
                        6
                                 0

C
                        1
                                 2

D
                        0
                                 0

F
                        1
                                 1


3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s).  The results indicate that the students were successful in using Google Earth and ArcGIS Online.
4). Observations made that were not directly related to the question(s). (i.e. interrater reliability of the scoring tool was low)      
5). How did the outcomes of the traditional and alternative format analysis compare? The mean score in the two courses were quite similar, as was the grade distribution.

	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: 6/3/17
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department) Via email with department.
Who were results shared with? (List names):  Joel Helmer, Tobin Beck, Matt Phillips, Tim Huntington, Jamie Hink, Jamie Hink

	Discussion of Results –Summarize your conclusions including: 
1. ACTION*- How will what was learned from the assessment impact the alternative format teaching of this course starting the next academic year?   Instead of using Google Earth, we will consider using ArcGIS Online since it's a more robust GIS.  This would also allow more direct comparison between the two courses.
2. IMPACT*- What is the anticipated impact of the ACTION* on student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year?    Using ArcGIS Online will expose students in the alternative delivery course to a more robust GIS program which is used more widely in geospatial careers and research.
3. BUDGET IMPLICATIONS – Indicate budget requirements necessary for the successful implementation of the ACTION* (i.e. an additional staff person, new equipment, additional sections of a course).       na
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Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (date): 9/28/17

	Submitter notified/additional action needed: na      
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS – Assessment Committee Chair notified appropriate Dean: na 
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