Annual Assessment Report to the College 2011-2012
College: ___Humanities___________________
Department: ________________________
Program: _______ Jewish Studies Program ________________________
Note:  Please submit your report to (1) the director of academic assessment, (2) your department chair or program coordinator and (3) the Associate Dean of your College by September 28, 2012. You may submit a separate report for each program which conducted assessment activities.

Liaison: ____Jody Myers_______________
1. Overview of Annual Assessment Project(s) 
	1a. Assessment Process Overview: Provide a brief overview of the intended plan to assess the program this year.  Is assessment under the oversight of one person or a committee?
JS 200ol, JS 200 (entry level course) students are being assessed.   JS 300 (junior level) students are being assessed also.  Jody Myers works with faculty on this.   

	1b. Implementation and Modifications: Did the actual assessment process deviate from what was intended? If so, please describe any modification to your assessment process and why it occurred. 
No deviation. 



2. Student Learning Outcome Assessment Project: Answer questions according to the individual SLOs assessed this year. If you assessed more than one SLO, please duplicate this chart for each one as needed. 
	2a. Which Student Learning Outcome was assessed this year?
 The plan is to assess critical thinking skills with reference to PLO 1, 5, 7.   This would be evident in written work and oral presentations. At the freshman level (JS 200), students are being taught and assessed on their ability to recognize different interpretations of religious traditions.  On the upper-division level (JS 300), students are being taught and assess on interpreting primary texts on multiple levels.  


	2b. What assessment instrument(s) were used to gather evidence about this SLO?
Both classes use questions embedded into homework assignments, course discussions, and final project.  


	2c. Describe the participants sampled to assess this SLO: discuss sample/participant and population size for this SLO. For example, what type of students, which courses, how decisions were made to include certain participants. 
JS 200 - Fall 2011 - 30 lower and upper-division students

JS 300 - Fall 2011 – 28  upper division students

JS 200ol - Spring 2012 – 28 lower and upper-division students

JS 200 (in class) – Spring 2012 – 29 lower and upper-division students

JS 300 - Spring 2012 – 27 upper-division students

Both are a broad cross-section of students and majors .

	2d. Describe the assessment design methodology: For example, was this SLO assessed longitudinally (same students at different points) or was a cross-sectional comparison used (comparing freshmen with seniors)? If so, describe the assessment points used. 
The same students at different points in the semester.  

In both courses during Fall 2011, after the initial assessment of critical reading skills (in embedded assignments), the instructor added cooperative group work with specific assignments geared toward developing critical thinking skills.  For JS 200 students, students reviewed assigned readings on religious concepts together and answered specific critical reading questions.  Then the class as a whole discussed the results.   (In the JS 200ol course, this collaborative work was achieved through Moodle forums: students needed to respond to each other’s work more.)  For JS 300 students, the focus was on critical historical reading.  Students read Josephus’ record of the Roman siege at Masada in 73 C.E. and answered (as a group) questions challenging the students to evaluate both the events that occurred and Josephus’ narrative of the events.  This was followed by a class discussion of group conclusions.  Finally, this was followed with a film about Masada so they can see what it may have actually looked like.  This was followed by group discussion work with more questions to answer.

Individual student work at later points in the course showed improvement, compared to the initial assessments.  

 

	2e. Assessment Results & Analysis of this SLO: Provide a summary of how the evidence was analyzed and highlight important findings from the collected evidence. 
Instructor evaluates the answers.  Typically the students are assessed at different points during the semester so the instructor can respond to weaknesses.  In both semesters, the initial assessments were followed by specific in-class group cooperative work and class discussion that would build students’ critical reading skills.  

	2f. Use of Assessment Results of this SLO: Think about all the different ways the resulting evidence was or will be used to improve academic quality. For example, to recommend changes to course content/topics covered, course sequence, addition/deletion of courses in program, student support services, revisions to program SLO’s, assessment instruments, academic programmatic changes, assessment plan changes, etc. Please provide a clear and detailed description of how the assessment results were or will be used.
Definite improvement in skills for lower and upper division classes.  Instructor will incorporate the group work on critical reasoning into the permanent class design.  


	How do this ye How do your assessment activities connect with your program’s strategic plan?    These activities strengthen the two courses that are “gateways” to the JS minor and major.  


3. Overall, if this year’s program assessment evidence indicates that new resources are needed in order to improve and support student learning, please discuss here.

	No. 



4. Other information, assessment or reflective activities not captured above.

	


5. Has someone in your program completed, submitted or published a manuscript which uses or describes assessment activities in your program? Please provide citation or discuss.

	No. 
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