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1. Program Objective:  Students will have the ability to understand, manage, and take responsibility for their learning and behavior in varied and changing environments.
	2. Intended Outcome(s)1
	3. Criteria or Target
	4. Comparison2
	5. Assessment Methods or Tools
	6. When/How Assessment will be Accomplished

	.


	.
	
	
	

	
	.
	
	
	

	Cognitive, behavioral and affective: Students will use self-reflection to recognize and define a sense of self-identity in personal, social/gender, and/or cultural/global terms and in relationship to others.
	At least one assignment in selected courses will be administered with 80% of students passing.
	Baseline
	A self-reflective essay will be administered at the end of selected social science courses. In a Learning Community linking History of World Religions with English Composition (“Sacred and Profane”), students were asked to write an essay at the end of the quarter reflecting on how their understandings and attitudes had changed as a result of their experiences in the course.  Students were encouraged to write about both changes in their attitudes and the activities that contributed to those changes.
	The assessment will be done at the end of each quarter. 

Done in June 2005,  June 2007, and June 2009


1 Outcomes should include one or more of the following: 1) Cognitive Learning Outcome, 2) Behavioral Learning Outcome, 3) Affective Learning Outcome, or 4) Attainment Outcome.

2 Note if comparison data or groups are available using 1) pre-test/post-test, 2) baseline data, or 3) regional or national data and a brief description if needed.

7. What were the results of the assessment(s)? Students reported greater understanding of various religious traditions and a greater appreciation for the rich diversity of religious traditions. Some students reported that they had had misconceptions about some religions; others reported that they had gained an   understanding of the origins of their own religions during the class. Several noted that they were surprised to learn how much the major world religions had in common.  

Some of the comments that students wrote indicated that they had more tolerant attitudes toward religions in general and/or toward specific religions.  These changes were often linked to some personal interaction that the students had had with a person who practiced that religion: a visit to a church, an interview, a speaker who came to class.  

8. How were the results used to improve? The results of this assessment confirmed that students did develop both new understandings and new attitudes through their experiences in the course. Because the English compositions were based on the History of Religion, students had the opportunity to reflect on their learning and personal growth over the quarter; thus we judged the Learning Community to meet one of the outcomes of collaborative courses: deeper and more reflective learning. Because the changes in attitude seemed to be connected with out-of-the-classroom experiences, we have been adding more actual experiences and also more writing experiences that ask students to move out of the academic writing mode.  For example, the second time we taught this LC we included more activities that asked students to imagine themselves living within a given religious tradition. When we repeat this LC next spring (2011), we will add another group assignment with the intention of fostering more personal connections to the learning. And we are continuing to develop activities outside of class.
1. Program Objective: As a result of fulfilling the Gen. Ed. Requirements, students will have the ability to understand and apply the Scientific Method in the Social Sciences. Students will know what methods of inquiry scholars within the discipline use to develop or support key concepts and/or theories.
	2. Intended Outcome(s)1
	3. Criteria or Target
	4. Comparison2
	5. Assessment Methods or Tools
	6. When/How Assessment will be Accomplished

	Cognitive: Students will use scientific concepts and principles to understand the natural world, human behavior and culture, and relationships between humans and the rest of the natural world.


	80% of the students being assessed will receive a passing mark on the exam.
	
	The department will compile the various exams used to demonstratethe student’s abilities related to the scientific method. This instrument will be in the form of an essay question, where the student will be asked to select a method, give the rationale for selection, detail the procedure, and speak to the ethical considerations involved.
	The assessment will be embedded into the normal testing in courses selected by faculty. The expectation would be that this would occur in some classes each quarter.

	Behavioral: Students will analyze, apply, and communicate scientific concepts and principles in context.
	Same as above.
	
	Same as above.
	Same as above.


1 Outcomes should include one or more of the following: 1) Cognitive Learning Outcome, 2) Behavioral Learning Outcome, 3) Affective Learning Outcome, or 4) Attainment Outcome.

2 Note if comparison data or groups are available using 1) pre-test/post-test, 2) baseline data, or 3) regional or national data and a brief description if needed.

7. What were the results of the assessment(s)? 
 Students were administered an essay question on in class tests that required an original design of an experiment The average class score for Fall 2007 was 6.02 out of 10 points.  The class score for Fall 2008 was 6.68.  The class score for Fall, 2010 was 6.83. This represents a substantial improvement in the desired direction and demonstrates an ability to maintain the improvement over time.  We will continue to monitor the improved level of scientific concept usage..

8. How were the results used to improve?   The results from 2007 were used as an impetus to increase emphasis on science for 2008 and 2010.  The increased class time and homework assignments seem to have resulted in a desirable change in student understanding of the scientific method.

1. Program Objective: Students will develop the ability to think critically about the nature of knowledge within a discipline and about the ways in which that knowledge is constructed and validated and to be sensitive to the ways these processes often vary among disciplines.
	2. Intended Outcome(s)1
	3. Criteria or Target
	4. Comparison2
	5. Assessment Methods or Tools
	6. When/How Assessment will be Accomplished

	Students will be able to identify, interpret, and evaluate pertinent data and previous experience to reach conclusions

	At least one assignment in selected social science classes will be administered with 80% of students passing at least one assignment . 
	None currently
	Critical thinking rubrics will be used in selected courses to assess student work.
	All assessments will be on-going in selected courses.

	Students will be able to describe how one’s own preconceptions, biases and values affect one’s response to new and ambiguous situations.
	Same as above
	None currently
	A self-reflective essay in selected courses will be administered.
	Same as above

	Students will be able to identify and express concepts, terms, and facts related to a specific discipline.
	Same as above
	None currently
	Same as above
	Same as above


1 Outcomes should include one or more of the following: 1) Cognitive Learning Outcome, 2) Behavioral Learning Outcome, 3) Affective Learning Outcome, or 4) Attainment Outcome.

2 Note if comparison data or groups are available using 1) pre-test/post-test, 2) baseline data, or 3) regional or national data and a brief description if needed.
7. What were the results of the assessment?   
A variety of classes employed critical thinking rubrics to assess student work. 

A.  Just this past term, Global Issues in Social Science (SOSC 100) was offered in a learning community, Pathways to Sustainability, which also included Introduction to Chemistry for Non-Majors (CHEM& 105).  Three projects were required, one focusing on transportation, a second on energy, and a third on food.  For each project, students were given a grading rubric to help them prepare their projects.  One section of the rubric focused on critical thinking skills.  This, of course, became out grading rubric. The pass rate for these assignments were 82%, 85% and 80% respectively.  In a final reflective essay, when asked about the helpfulness of the various teaching materials and techniques, a significant number of students specifically remarked about the usefulness of the rubrics in preparing and checking their projects before they were handed in.

B. In two other classes, The Politics of Film (combining Intro to Political Science and Intro to Film as Literature) and Sacred Space/Sacred Time/Silver Screen (combining Philosophy of Religion and Intro to Film as Literature), a reflective essay was required as part of the final project.   Students expected identify and express concepts, terms, and facts from both disciplines to explain how they extracted meaning from the final film in the course.  This involved, too, describing their preconceptions, biases and values in response to a new and ambiguous situation (the final film).  The results were quite remarkable.  With only a few exceptions (3 out of 50 in The Politics of Film and 2 out of 43 in Sacred Space), members of the class accomplished this analysis.
8. How are the results used to improve?   
A. The results of the Global Issues in Social Science class study have led to the inclusion of critical thinking rubrics in assignment directions in subsequent offerings of Global Issues in Social Science. 

B. The positive results of The Politics of Film let to the refining of techniques used in Sacred Space/Sacred Time/Silver Screen.  The quantitative and qualitative data acquired from this second class, when reported to the Washington Center for Undergraduate Education Center led to a request for an article describing our success.  This article, entitled “Juggling and the Art of the Integrated Assignment” will be published by the Washington Center Spring, 2009.  Similarly, the insights and techniques learned in these courses will be used in a course that will be offered Winter, 2009, entitled the Agony of Choice (combining Ethics and Composition).
As of Spring, 2006 we have included a fourth department objective that we will continue to monitor, assess, and refine:

1.  Program objective:  Students will demonstrate the ability to understand, value and respect human differences and commonalities as they relate to issues of race, social class, gender, sexual orientation, disabilities and culture.

2.  Intended outcome:  Cognitive:  Students will demonstrate knowledge of concepts related to diversity.

3.  Criteria or target:  80% of the students observed will demonstrate fundamental understanding of diversity concepts.

4.  Comparison:  Baseline

5.  Assessment methods or tools:  Faculty, staff and other observers will use established rubric to assess oral presentations at the annual Student Social Issues Symposium.

6.  When Accomplished:  Assess at Spring Symposium on a 3 year rotation.

7.  What were the results?:  The assessment of the 2006 Symposium presentations revealed an average of 1.70 on a five point scale, where 5 would indicate a high level of understanding of diversity concepts.  This result would appear to indicate a fairly low level of ability to demonstrate diversity concepts.

8.  How are the results used to improve?  Since then the college has implemented an increased emphasis on diversity in the form of developing and designating “d” (for diversity) courses.  As of Fall 2008, students must make at least one of these courses in order to receive an A.A degree.
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