Annual Assessment Report to the College 2011-12 

College:   Mike Curb College of Arts, Media and Communication
Department:   Theatre
Program:  Theatre
Note:  Please submit report to your department chair or program coordinator, the assessment office and to the Associate Dean of your College by September 28, 2012. You may submit a separate report for each program which conducted assessment activities.

Liaison:   Professor Anamarie Dwyer
1. Overview of Annual Assessment Project(s) (optional)

	1a. Assessment Process Overview: Provide a brief overview of the assessment plan and process this year.  

Procedure for TH 208 and TH 444:

· Review course syllabi for PSLOs and Course SLOs.

· Complete Curriculum Alignment Matrix for TH 444 (I, D, M)

· Design the Signature Assignment in TH 208 that will be used to assess the PSLO.

· Design the Signature Assignment in TH 444 that will be used to assess the PSLO.

· Confirm a date for each assignment to be given/collected from students.

· Design the rubric for TH 208.

· Design the rubric for TH 444.

· Assign faculty to review the student work and assess the PSLO with the rubric.

· Report the findings.




2. Student Learning Outcome Assessment Project: Answer questions according to the individual SLO assessed this year. If you assessed an additional SLO, report in the next chart below. 

	2a. Which Student Learning Outcome was measured this year?

Undergraduate PSLO #1:  Process sensory information and respond to sensory information through the language unique to theatre.”

.



	2b. Does this learning outcome align with one of the following University Fundamental Learning Competencies? (check any which apply)

Critical Thinking__________X__________________________

Oral Communication______________________________

Written Communication_____________________________

Quantitative Literacy________________________________

Information Literacy______________________________

Other (which?)___________________________________



	2c. What direct and indirect instrument(s) were used to measure this SLO?

Short answer writing assignment


	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. 

Undergraduate PSLO:  cross sectional comparison (comparing a 100 level course with a 400 level course).

UNDERGRADUATE    At the undergraduate level the signature assignment and rubric was developed by the assessment liaison with input from the two course instructors.  All three are full-time faculty members of the department.  The instrument used to collect the data was in the form of three questions and the students were to provide a short answer to each question.  A rubric was applied to the collected data by three more faculty members.  The instrument was disseminated via AMEE to a total of 33 students in TH 444 and 24 students in TH 208.  The signature assignment start date was March 16, 2012 and the end date was March 27, 2012 which included all performance dates for the production, Yellowface. 



	2e. Assessment Results & Analysis of this SLO: Provide a summary of how the evidence was analyzed and highlight important findings from collected evidence. 

UNDERGRADUATE     The results indicate that PSLO #1 is understood at about the same level in both TH 208 and TH 444. Students in TH444 do not have a significantly higher understanding of PSLO #1.  In fact, students in TH 208 may be gaining more knowledge of PSLO #1 than we originally thought.  There was an 80% consensus between raters at the undergraduate level, but understand that we had to eliminate one rater and clean up the data so that only 5 students were in the sample.



	2f. Use of Assessment Results of this SLO: Were assessment results from previous years or from this year used to make program changes in this reporting year?  No
Type of change:

changes to course content/topics covered___________________________________

course sequence________________________________________________________

addition/deletion of courses in program_____________________________________ 

describe other academic programmatic changes_______________________________

student support services__________________________________________________

revisions to program SLOs_________________________________________________

assessment instruments___________________________________________________

describe other assessment plan changes______________________________________

Have any previous changes led to documented improvements in student learning? (describe)

No




Some programs assess multiple SLOs each year. If your program assessed an additional SLO, report the process for that individual SLO below. If you need additional SLO charts, please cut & paste the empty chart as many times as needed.  If you did NOT assess another SLO, skip this section.

2. Overview of Annual Assessment Project(s) (optional)

	1a. Assessment Process Overview: Provide a brief overview of the assessment plan and process this year.  

Procedure for TH 621:

· Review course syllabus for PSLOs and Course SLOs.

· Design the Signature Assignment in TH 621 that will be used to assess the PSLO.

· Confirm a date for the assignment to be given/collected from students.

· Design the rubric.

· Assign faculty to review the student work and assess the PSLO with the rubric.

· Report the findings.




2. Student Learning Outcome Assessment Project: Answer questions according to the individual SLO assessed this year. If you assessed an additional SLO, report in the next chart below. 

	2a. Which Student Learning Outcome was measured this year?

Graduate PSLO #3:  Students will develop competent knowledge of world theatre history, literature and criticism.



	2b. Does this learning outcome align with one of the following University Fundamental Learning Competencies? (check any which apply)

Critical Thinking________X_____
Oral Communication__________
Written Communication_______
Quantitative Literacy______________
Information Literacy______________
Other (which?)___________________


	2c. What direct and indirect instrument(s) were used to measure this SLO?

Three paragraph essay


	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. 

 GRADUATE     At the graduate level the assessment assignment and rubric was drafted by the assessment liaison.  The instructor of TH 621 (a full-time faculty member) developed a second draft and the liaison developed a final draft from the second draft. The instrument used to collect the data was in the form of a writing sample of three paragraphs.  The instrument was disseminated via AMEE to a total of 7 students.  The assessment assignment start date was April 9, 2012 and the end date was April 16, 2012.



	2e. Assessment Results & Analysis of this SLO: Provide a summary of how the evidence was analyzed and highlight important findings from collected evidence. 

GRADUATE     Although we expected that the majority of graduate students would perform at exceptional levels, only 2 of the 6 met the criteria. Based on the average, 2 students (33.33%) measured as “accomplished”. The remaining 66.67% measured as “developing.” There was only 11% consensus amongst the raters at the graduate level.  This is very poor and indicates that more time needs to spent norming the rubric.


	2f. Use of Assessment Results of this SLO: Were assessment results from previous years or from this year used to make program changes in this reporting year?  No
Type of change:

changes to course content/topics covered___________________________________

course sequence________________________________________________________

addition/deletion of courses in program_____________________________________ 

describe other academic programmatic changes_______________________________

student support services__________________________________________________

revisions to program SLOs_________________________________________________

assessment instruments___________________________________________________

describe other assessment plan changes______________________________________

Have any previous changes led to documented improvements in student learning? (describe)

No




3. How do your assessment activities connect with your program’s strategic plan and/or 5-yr assessment plan?

	
We learned how to use AMEE and appreciate how it facilitates the assessment process.  We also discovered the importance of a clear through line between SLOs, assignments, and rubrics.  This realization will help us as we process through next year’s assessment task.  We also realize that we need to revise the Graduate Level PSLOs so they are more specific and truly reflect our master’s program.

                Our course SLOs were revised during our program modification of lower division courses.  Now as we move onto upper-division, we are standardizing our course goals.  This year’s assessment task gave us opportunity to begin that process in the upper division area with TH 444.

	


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

	1. We had to significantly clean up the data for both the undergraduate and graduate tasks leaving us with a very small sample at each level.  

2. Consensus between the raters at the graduate level was at 11% which is poor.

3. All raters did not assess all students. Only one rater completed all the ratings and completed them by the set due date.  The remaining raters missed the due date and when given a second due date did not complete the ratings.

4. Results could not be discussed before the summer break.

5. Three graduate students protested the assessment task by refusing to complete the assessment task and verbally defined the task as an unfair judgment of their instructor's teaching.

6. A significant number of undergraduate students did not participate in the signature assessment assignment.

Although the department carried out the assessment plan for this year, the results reveal that our process needs improvement.  After a significant clean up of the data, the sample we had at the undergraduate level was very small which impacts the reliability of the results.  At the graduate level, the 11% consensus amongst the raters is very poor and again impacts the reliability of the results.  Improvements need to be made in the area of data collection and procedures to ensure a reliable data base. 
1. The assessment assignments should be scheduled earlier in the semester so there is sufficient time for rating and discussion of results.

2. Raters need to be encouraged to complete the ratings by due dates. I suggest that raters come together with the instructor of the course in which the assignment was given so that the rubric can be normed.  In this way we may also gain more rater consensus.

3. A faculty meeting should be scheduled into the calendar to discuss results as a committee of the whole.

4. A positive culture of assessment need to be cultivated so faculty and students alike understand the purpose of assessment.  Communication about assessment needs to be established between the department and the students.  Perhaps the assessment liaison can assist faculty when introducing the assessment assignment to the students.

5. I suggest that the assessment assignment be a mandatory assignment that students complete as part of their grade in the course.  This way we will possible have a larger sample to draw from for reliable data purposes.  This does not need to be an additional assignment but rather an assignment within the course that serves the assessment purpose.




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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