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	Expected Outcome
	Assessment Tools
	Implementation Plan
	Summary of Findings
	Actions Taken

	HIST SLO 1: Students will develop an interpretation based on evidence.

UNCW-wide SLOs: Information Literacy

Critical Thinking
	In the final project in HIST xxx, students are provided primary sources of information and are required to develop an interpretation of the evidence. This SLO will be evaluated using the attached rubric. 
	All students taking HIST xxx will complete this project and all projects will be scored using the rubric. All faculty teaching this course will score their own students. During the first year, the faculty will meet to score 3 student projects together in order to develop a common understanding of the rubric. In subsequent years, some projects will be double scored to assess interrater reliability. Scores will be sent to the department administrative assistant for storage.
	Results of the Capstone Project were distributed to faculty at the August faculty meeting. The faculty was extremely pleased with the results for SLO 1. Faculty determined that sufficient course time is spent on this learning outcome. 


	A committee will be set up to review the language of the rubric for SLO 1 to make sure that Level 3 represents a satisfactory minimum passing level.



	HIST SLO 2: Students will demonstrate an awareness of interpretive differences.
UNCW-wide SLO: Inquiry
	In the final project in HIST xxx, students are provided primary sources of information and are required to develop an interpretation of the evidence. This SLO will be evaluated using the attached rubric.
	All students taking HIST xxx will complete this project and all projects will be scored using the rubric. All faculty teaching this course will score their own students. During the first year, the faculty will meet to score 3 student projects together in order to develop a common understanding of the rubric. In subsequent years, some projects will be double scored to assess interrater reliability. Scores will be sent to the department administrative assistant for storage.
	Results of the Capstone Project were distributed to faculty at the August faculty meeting. Faculty in all small groups reported out that not enough time is spent in class discussing multiple perspectives and helping students become aware that facts can support more than one opinion.


	 1. Course syllabi for HIST xxx and HIST xxx will be augmented to include a course-level outcome related to awareness of interpretive differences.

2. It is recommended that all faculty devote more class time to the promotion of multiple points of view and help students become aware that there can be multiple interpretations of evidence.



	HIST SLO 2: Student grasps relevant historical facts and context.

UNCW-wide SLO: Foundational Knowledge
	Tools are not yet in place for this SLO.
	
	
	

	HIST PO 1: The program will provide exception advising.
UNCW Strategic Goal:

Foster a superior faculty and staff.
	Graduating seniors will complete a survey which includes 5 questions on the advising experience. 

Sophomores and juniors will be invited to participate in focus groups led by an outside facilitator.
	Surveys will be online. Graduating seniors will need to show completion receipt to department administrator to be cleared for graduation.

Focus group meetings will be offered during the last week of April each year. 
	
	


Scoring Rubric for Capstone Project
	Dimensions
	Level 1 – Beginning
	Level 2 – Developing
	Level 3 – Apprentice
	Level 4 – Mastery

	Student develops an interpretation based on evidence.
	No apparent use of primary sources; very few or very weak examples. General failure to support statements, or evidence seems to support no statement. Quotations not integrated into sentences.
	Limited reference to primary source material. Quotations appear often without analysis relating them to thesis, or analysis offers nothing beyond the quotation.
	Primary source information used to support most points. Some evidence does not support point, or may appear where inappropriate. Quotations well integrated into sentences.
	Primary sources analyzed in an original and intentional way; primary source information used to buttress every point with at least one example.  Examples support sub-thesis and fit within paragraph.  Excellent integration of quoted material into sentences.

	Student demonstrates awareness of interpretive differences.
	Minimal discussion of interpretation in secondary works.  No effort to place his/her own work within historiography.
	Cites at least two different interpretations; makes an effort to place his/her own work in reference to these two interpretations.
	Has read widely in several historiographical traditions; assesses and summarizes those read; places his/her own work within the historiography.
	Demonstrates careful reading from all relevant historiographical traditions; offers thorough assessment of historiography and summarizes main ideas clearly; places his/her own work within the historiography.


Results:
	Student Learning Outcome
	# Students Scored
	Level 1
	Level 2
	Level 3
	Level 4
	Met Minimum Criteria (Levels

3 + 4)

	HIST SLO 1: Students will develop an interpretation based on evidence.
	67


	2
(3.0%)
	8
(11.9%)
	34
(50.7%)
	23
(34.3%)
	57

(85.1%)

	HIST SLO 2: Students will demonstrate an awareness of interpretive differences.
	67
	10
(14.9%)
	14
(20.9%)
	38
(56.7%)
	5

(7.5%)
	43
(64.2%)



	Students Meeting All SLOs Minimum Criteria
	
	
	
	
	
	41

(61.2%)


Example 1: Assessment Plan and Report Containing Student Learning and Program Outcomes – Narrative Format

Department of History
BA in History
Program Assessment 2008-2009

Expected Outcomes

The Department of History offers the BA in History. The department adopted the following Student Learning Outcomes in Spring 2007 for this program. 
HIST SLO 1: Students will develop an interpretation based on evidence. (Information Literacy, Critical Thinking)
HIST SLO 2: Students will demonstrate an awareness of interpretive differences. (Inquiry)
The department faculty adopted the following program outcome for the 2008-2009 academic year for this program.

HIST PO 1: The program will provide exception advising. (Foster a superior faculty and staff.)
Assessment Tools

Both Student Learning Outcomes will be assessed in HIST xxx. In the final project in this course, students are provided primary sources of information and are required to develop an interpretation of the evidence. The project will be evaluated using the rubric in Appendix A.
Implementation Plan

All students taking HIST xxx will complete this project and all projects will be scored using the rubric. All faculty teaching this course will score their own students. During the first year, the faculty will meet to score 3 student projects together in order to develop a common understanding of the rubric. In subsequent years, some projects will be double scored to assess interrater reliability. Scores will be sent to the department administrative assistant for storage.
Summary of Findings

Results for Fall 2008 and Spring 2009:
	Student Learning Outcome
	# Students Scored
	Level 1
	Level 2
	Level 3
	Level 4
	Met Minimum Criteria (Levels

3 + 4)

	HIST SLO 1: Students will develop an interpretation based on evidence.
	67


	2

(3.0%)
	8

(11.9%)
	34

(50.7%)
	23

(34.3%)
	57

(85.1%)

	HIST SLO 2: Students will demonstrate an awareness of interpretive differences.
	67
	10

(14.9%)
	14

(20.9%)
	38

(56.7%)
	5

(7.5%)
	43

(64.2%)



	Students Meeting All SLOs Minimum Criteria
	
	
	
	
	
	41

(61.2%)


Discussion:

Results of the Capstone Project were distributed to faculty at the August faculty meeting. Faculty divided into groups based on course coverage of the program SLOs. The faculty was extremely pleased with the results for SLO 1. Faculty determined that sufficient course time is spent on this learning outcome. Faculty in all small groups reported out that not enough time is spent in class discussing multiple perspectives and helping students become aware that facts can support more than one opinion.

Actions Taken

Recommendations and next steps:

1. Course syllabi for HIST xxx and HIST xxx will be augmented to include a course-level outcome related to awareness of interpretive differences.

2. It is recommended that all faculty devote more class time to the promotion of multiple points of view and help students become aware that there can be multiple interpretations of evidence.

3. A committee will be set up to review the language of the rubric for SLO 1 to make sure that Level 3 represents a satisfactory minimum passing level.
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