2014-2015 Annual Program Assessment Report

Please submit report to your department chair or program coordinator, the Associate Dean of your College, and to james.solomon@csun.edu, director of assessment and program review, by September 30, 2016. You may, but are not required to, submit a separate report for each program, including graduate degree programs, which conducted assessment activities, or you may combine programs in a single report.  Please identify your department/program in the file name for your report.

College: Humanities
Department: 

Programs: Liberal Studies
Assessment liaison: Tineke Scholten
1. Please check off whichever is applicable:

A.  ___ x_____  Measured student work.

B.  ________  Analyzed results of measurement.

C.  ________  Applied  results of analysis to program review/curriculum/review/revision.
2. Overview of Annual Assessment Project(s).  On a separate sheet, provide a brief overview of this year’s assessment activities, including:
· an explanation for why your department chose the assessment activities (measurement, analysis, and/or application) that it enacted
· if your department implemented assessment option A, identify which program SLOs were assessed (please identify the SLOs in full), in which classes and/or contexts, what assessment instruments were used and the methodology employed, the resulting scores, and the relation between this year’s measure of student work and that of past years: (include as an appendix any and all relevant materials that you wish to include)
· if your department implemented assessment option B, identify what conclusions were drawn from the analysis of measured results, what changes to the program were planned in response, and the relation between this year’s analyses and past and future assessment activities
· if your department implemented option C, identify the program modifications that were adopted, and the relation between program modifications and past and future assessment activities 
· in what way(s) your assessment activities may reflect the university’s commitment to diversity in all its dimensions but especially with respect to underrepresented groups
· any other assessment-related information you wish to include, including SLO revision (especially to ensure continuing alignment between program course offerings and both program and university student learning outcomes), and/or the creation and modification of new assessment instruments
3.     Preview of planned assessment activities for next year.  Include a brief description and explanation of how next year’s assessment will contribute to a 

              continuous program of ongoing assessment.
Overview of Assessment Activities 2015-16
Development of New Assessment Plan and Measurement of Student Work (cf. Option A) 
In 2014-15, the Liberal Studies program developed a new assessment model for its Teacher Preparation Program, focusing on ITEP Freshmen (and also, partially, ITEP Juniors). The goal was to create a manageable and replicable model that would provide the opportunity for future longitudinal comparison. 
In 2015-2016, the Program further fine-tuned the model and executed a pilot study to determine whether the embedded assignments from the selected classes would provide the necessary information to assess (most of) the current SLOs of the Liberal Studies Teacher Preparation Program.  The Electronic Assessment Program developed by Institutional Research was used to store and rate students’ submissions. By storing assessment data on this recently developed platform, the Program hopes to be able to create the conditions for longitudinal assessment in the future.  
To assess entry level performance, students uploaded an embedded assignment in the two sections of LRS 100F in Fall of 2015. To assess exit level performance, students in the two sections of EED 480 that were offered in Spring of 2016 also submitted their work. When reviewing the data, the Liberal Studies Assessment Committee determined that the rating of student work required specific and different expertise depending on the SLOs assessed, and two separate studies were therefore piloted with different faculty rating student work for each pilot study: one study assessed the performance relative to SLOS 1, 3 and 6; another study assessed the performance relative to SLOs 2, 5 and 7. Both studies assessed both entry and exit level proficiency with the same rubric. The SLOs of the program are listed below:
Students will:

1. demonstrate proficient knowledge in the range of disciplines that relate to K-6 education and advanced level knowledge in their area of specialization.

2. demonstrate skills and knowledge needed to support all students in a diverse urban school environment.  

3. describe essential features of the California Standards and the Common Core State Standards and discuss their overall and specific goals. 

4. describe, draw connections between and apply basic methods of inquiry used in the Arts, Humanities, Mathematics, Social Sciences

5. be able to successfully adapt their reading and writing to a range of disciplines, genres, media and purposes.

6. be able to reflect on and, for ITEP students, apply their knowledge and skills acquired in the major and in their specialization to teaching in the K-6 classroom.

7. be able to access, evaluate and make use of a range of informational resources (electronic and otherwise).

The rubrics used for the studies are provided in the Appendix. Since this involves a limited pilot study, no scores are included in this report.
Assessment Activities and the University’s Commitment to Diversity

The Liberal Studies commitment to diversity is reflected in its Teacher Preparation SLOs, specifically in SLO2: Students will demonstrate skills and knowledge needed to support all students in a diverse urban school environment.  This SLO was assessed in this year’s pilot study and is expected to be included in future assessment.  Liberal Studies’ commitment to diversity is also exhibited in its recently redesigned exit survey that is administered to graduating Teacher Preparation Program students. While averages are of limited value when gauging inclusion, it is perhaps still worth pointing out that in Fall 15 and Spring 16, 80% of the students that participated in the exit survey strongly agreed with the statement that the program had prepared them adequately to meet the needs of culturally and linguistically diverse K-2 students. 80% of the students also strongly agreed that they had experienced a strong sense of community with other students in the Liberal Studies Program.
Preview of Planned Assessment Activities 2016-17
The Liberal Studies Assessment Committee aims to further analyze the results of its pilot studies to determine whether the current approach merits full implementation in the future.  It will also investigate whether embedded assignments from LRS 300 should be added to allow broader inclusion of ITEP Juniors in the assessment process and to assess intermediate level performance.
Appendix: Rubrics
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