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	Please provide an overview of college-level assessment activities, if relevant.



	The Mike Curb College of Arts, Media and Communication (MCCAMC) provides on-going assessment activities that include gateway/capstone courses, cross sectional comparisons, online, hybrid and traditional formats, tests, assignments, student opinion surveys, alumni surveys, internship surveys, and other special assessment activities. Reports are written and shared with the Office of Assessment in order to improve the student experience. 
The following provides a brief summary of the assessment activities of the six (6) Departments in our College for AY 2011-2012: 
· Art 
· Cinema TV 
· Communication Studies 
· Journalism 
· Music  
· Theater
There were four (4) major activities for the College’s 2011-2012 academic year assessment process: (1) the development of College Student Learning Outcomes (CSLOs), (2) the alignment of each Department’s PSLOs with those CSLOs, (3) the establishment of College assessment meetings with Department liaisons and (4) Beta test of assessment software.  

In August 2011, the MCCAMC developed six (6) College Student Learning Outcomes (CSLOs).  All six (6) of those objectives were aligned with the University’s fundamental learning competencies.  The sixth objective was also a college-wide outcome.  All six (6) Departments aligned their current program student learning outcomes (PSLOs) to the College’s CSLOs.
Five (5) meetings were held at the beginning and end of the fall and spring semesters for College assessment liaisons and a one-on-one meeting was held with each liaison during the academic year.  These meetings were the first meetings to be held in our College since the position of Assessment Coordinator was created.  Each meeting was specific to the needs of our College.
Three Departments beta-tested an assessment software tool that allowed them to reorganize their assessment 5-year plan and to collect data in the system.  Although testers were giving feedback and general comments about issues related to the software solution, they were able to retrieve data with real time results, which reduced time in completing the assessment process.



	College-level assessment process:
Is there a college assessment coordinator or college assessment committee? Is this a new position or committee? 

MCCAMC has a college coordinator and each department has an assessment liaison.  Each liaison position receives 3 units of release time. The coordinator receives release time for 6 units.  The Coordinator position is not a new position for our College.
What are their responsibilities?

The responsibilities of the College Coordinator is as follows: 
·  Act as liaison between the University Assessment Director and the Assessment Liaisons of each of the six departments in MCCAMC. 

· Keep all College department liaisons informed about University assessment initiatives, requirements, reports, and deadlines. Coordinate all aspects of the assessment process with MCCAMC department assessment liaisons. 

· Provide training to Department Assessment Liaisons on how to create and implement departmental assessment requirements, initiatives and tools needed to carry out ongoing assessment.

· Complete all required College assessment reports, strategic plans and other materials requested by the University Assessment Director by compiling the reports from all individual Department Assessment Liaisons and submitting them to the Associate Dean and Undergraduate Studies. Post this report on the MCCAMC assessment website. 

· Complete the MCCAMC assessment website and update as appropriate.

· Assist departments by reviewing and editing the assessment sections of their self-studies,                         

program reviews and accreditation reports. 

· Assist departments with writing and reviewing the assessment portions of documents submitted to University Curriculum Committees being prepared for the purpose of requesting new or modified courses and/or programs. 

· Help departments determine how to use previously gathered assessment data to improve courses and programs.



	College-level learning outcomes: 

Describe any college-wide learning outcomes. 
The following are all of our CSLOs.  

CSLO1      
To prepare our graduates to critically apply, interpret and analyze works, concepts and 

theories from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLO2     
To prepare our graduates to demonstrate proficiency in oral, visual and written forms from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLO3      
To prepare our graduates to integrate history and the diversity of human knowledge from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLO4      
To prepare our graduates to articulate social, cultural and technological understanding in the pursuit of life-long learning from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLO5      
To prepare our students to cultivate diverse and meaningful relationships with knowledge and skills related to age, ethnicity, family structure, gender, marital status, class, sexual orientation, disability as well as the contributions of these cultures to society from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLO6
To prepare our students to understand the importance of free speech and free expression from the fields of Arts, Media & Communication.

CSLOs were last modified September 19, 2011 

Were any college-wide learning outcomes assessed this year? If so, please describe the process used to assess them. 

Based on the assessment activities of our six Departments, approximately five (5) of our CSLOs were assessed this year. There is no specific process to assess College wide SLO’s.  By default, when Departments measure any program SLO that is aligned with the College’s SLOs, the process of measuring college wide SLOs are achieved. See CSLOs above.
The Department of Art assessed their PSLOs 1 and 3.  These PSLOs align with the College’s SLOs 1 and 2.  Art used an online/hybrid design for students enrolled in ART 112.
The Department of Cinema TV Arts assessed their PSLO 2.  This PSLO aligns with the College’s SLO 1. CTVA used a gateway/capstone with two courses CTVA 220 (3 sections) and CTVA 425 (2 sections).
The Department of Communication Studies assessed their PSLO1 for graduate and undergraduate students.  The undergraduate PSLO aligns with the College’s SLO 1.  Communication studies used a cross-sectional comparison with undergraduate students across 6 courses (i.e., COMS 301, 303, 304, 309, 320, 321, 323, 325) and graduate students (COMS 601).
The Department of Journalism assessed their PSLOs 2, 5 and 6.  These PSLOs align with the College’s SLOs 1, 2 and 3.  Several projects were underway in the Journalism Department including participation in HOT assessment to compare an online and traditional format course, Simplified Assessment to compare two compare a lower level course to an upper level course and Curricular revision.    
The Department of Music assessed their PSLOs 1, 3, and 4 which align with the College’s SLOs, 2, 3 and 4.  Music used a pre- and post-test with embedded SLO questions with two undergraduate courses (MUS 191 and MUS 391). A pre- and post-written essay in a graduate course was also used (MUS 601).
The Department of Theater assessed their PSLOs 1 and 3. These PSLOs align with the College’s SLOs 2 and 5. Theater used a cross-sectional comparison with undergraduate students in two courses (TH 208 and TH 444) 
What evidence of student learning resulted from the study?

Examples of direct student learning in the College are organized and based on results submitted from each Department.  All Departments used direct assessment evidence to demonstrate achievement of student learning outcomes.  See descriptions below:

The Department of Art demonstrated learning through student responses to a signature assignment about Pablo Picasso’s Night Fishing at Antibes, 1939.  Results indicate that students enrolled in the lower level courses appeared to meet Basic Skills of identification, but were not able to complete analysis applying basic skills (vocabulary) to the above said artwork.
The Department of Cinema TV Arts demonstrated learning through screenplay writings.  Screenplays were evaluated using a rubric across the gateway and capstone courses.  Results indicate that there is a significant difference in scores of gateway and capstone students.  Students in the gateway scored less than students in the capstone.  These findings indicate that students in the capstone course are able to conceptualize, structure, and write dramatic and non‐dramatic scripts for cinema, television and new media.  Results further indicate that the outcomes designated for each of the courses is designated appropriately.
The Department of Communication Studies demonstrated learning through the use of a writing prompt across eight (8) 300-level courses and a graduate course.  Results indicate that undergraduate students failed to articulate the role of communication in the social construction of reality and were not able to provide an appropriate example, but 35% of the graduate students demonstrated meeting the PSLO and were able to explain the idea and provide an acceptable example, despite the improper PSLO designation. The results are due to the fact that six of the eight courses selected for measurement were not designated to meet the PSLO being measured.  Although results indicate poor performance, it is indicative of the improper course PSLO designation.  
The Department of Journalism demonstrated learning through the used tests and exams in a hybrid and online course. Results of the HOT assessment project indicated that there was no difference in learning between students in online courses versus traditional format courses; however, students online scored slightly higher than face-to-face students.  Thus, students in the online format were slightly better at mastering the concept of writing leads and exploring how to organize information in a reader-friendly format for a mass audience.  

The Department of Music demonstrated learning using pre- and post-test embedded questions for two undergraduate courses (one lower level and one upper level) and a pre- and post-essay for a graduate course. Results indicate that students are achieving PSLO4 at the undergraduate level for demonstrating a working knowledge of music technology and its application to their area of specialization. There was a scoring gain between the first and second essay for graduate students in their ability to demonstrate artistic and intellectual rigor in the organization, interpretation, communication and dissemination of musical knowledge.
The Department of Theater demonstrated learning using a signature assignment and rubric that was evaluated by a team of faculty members in the Department. Results indicate that students were able to process sensory information and respond to sensory information through the language unique to theater rendering no difference across course levels.  In other words, there was no significant difference in lower level and upper level performance.
How will the resulting evidence be used to improve program quality?

Each individual department has made suggestions, but actual improvements to the programs are yet to be determined.

	Fundamental Learning Competencies:

Were any Fundamental Learning Competencies (eg. critical thinking, written communication) assessed this year? Yes, critical thinking and written communication were assessed by Art, Communication Studies, and CTVA.



