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I.  Undergraduate Programs - To be completed by academic units offering degree programs.  

Annual Report, 2007-2008 

Department/Division:
University Honors Program
College:
College of Arts and Sciences
Part I-ALC, Summary Report on Assessment, Academic Learning Compacts (ALC) 
Program Titlea: University Honors program   Degreeb  Honors Scholar designation
CIP Code: N/A
Based on direct measures of student learning in the domain(s) your department assessed, compare your students’ performance this year to their performance last year. 

[duplicate this section if students were assessed in multiple domains]

	Indicate the student learning outcome assessed (check one):

	X
	Content
	X
	Communication
	X
	Project Management

	X
	Critical Thinking
	X
	Integrity/Values
	
	Other (describe)


	Based on departmental assessments, student learning in this domain was (check one):

	
	Worse than last year

	
	Equivalent to last year

	
	Slightly better than last year

	X
	Moderately better than last year

	
	Dramatically better than last year

	
	Cannot be compared (this is the first year for this assessment)


	Describe the direct measure used to assess student learning in this domain (e.g., answers to questions included on an exam, performance on a paper or project scored with a rubric, etc.)

	Direct evaluation of Honors Theses by Program Director, University Honors Program Committee, and Honors Thesis director, using rubrics and scoring sheets attached. 



	If you observed changes in student performance on this measure when comparing the two years, briefly describe (in one or two sentences) the nature of these changes.

	In general, the data indicate that Honors students have made gains in the conception and writing of the thesis—most categories are up (between 5 to 15% points in most places).  But the data still indicates weaknesses in synthesizing information, the selection of credible evidence, and most problematic of all, work habits.  Major gains were noted in the areas of argument development and problem solving strategies.



	Use of Assessment Data for Making Decisions. Describe the process used in your department to evaluate assessment evidence and make decisions (include dates of relevant department meetings if known). Describe the decisions made to improve student learning in your program. Describe how these decisions are related to the assessment evidence collected by your department.

	Review and discussion of data by University Honors Program Committee, Honors Director, and Honors Assistant Director in the fall resulted in the creation of Honors Thesis Workshop (February 7, 2008) designed to help Honors students 



	Use of Assessment Data for Improvement of Assessment Procedures. Describe any changes made to assessment methods. Explain the relation between these changes and the information obtained from previous assessments.

	Student Learning Outcomes in the domain of Communication expanded and altered to gather better data on the areas of literature review and discipline methodology.
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Assessment Data Sheet:  HONORS THESIS  --  SUMMARY DATA FROM 2007-2008

Content


	Learning Outcome
	Exceeded

Expectations
	Met

Expectations
	Failed to meet 

Expectations

	Review and evaluate the knowledge, concepts, techniques, 

and methodology appropriate to the discipline of the 

Honors Thesis
	67.6%
	29.4%
	2.9%

	Identify major issues, debates, or approaches 

appropriate to the discipline of the Honors Thesis
	82%
	 9.1%
	9.1%



	Synthesize complex information appropriate to 

the discipline of the Honors Thesis
	55%
	36.4%
	9.1%



	Develop an argument or project and defend or 

present it appropriately in accordance with the 

methods of the discipline of the Honors Thesis
	87.5%
	12.5%
	0.0%


Critical Thinking


	Learning Outcome
	Exceeded

Expectations
	Met

Expectations
	Failed to meet 

Expectations

	Apply discipline-based and/or cross-

discipline-based higher order thinking skills

to a range of topics and issues
	56.8%
	36.4%
	6.8%

	Select and organize credible evidence to 

support converging arguments
	57.6%
	42.4%
	0.0%

	Solve discipline-based and/or cross-

discipline-based problems using strategies appropriate to

the subject of the Honors Thesis
	87.9%
	 3.0%
	9.1%


Communication


	Learning Outcome
	Exceeded

Expectations
	Met

Expectations
	Failed to meet 

Expectations

	Employ writing conventions suitable to the research method and/or creative process 

of the subject of the Honors Thesis
	66.7%
	28.6%
	4.8%


Project Management


	Learning Outcome
	Exceeded

Expectations
	Met

Expectations
	Failed to meet 

Expectations

	Exhibit disciplined work habits as an 

individual
	57.6%
	36.4%
	0.0%

	Apply discipline-based and/or cross-

discipline-based knowledge to design a 

problem-solving strategy
	55.9%
	44.1%
	0.0%

	Demonstrate the ability to conceive, plan, 

and execute a high-quality research and/or

creative capstone project in the appropriate

disciplinary or multi-disciplinary context
	61.8%
	35.3%
	2.9%
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