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Learning Outcomes Assessment Worksheet 

Program NameProgram Name (Academic Year

 REF  Year  \* MERGEFORMAT Academic Year)
Lock Haven University of Pennsylvania 

	Program-Initiated

Goal or Objective
	Where, When, and How Monitored
	Expectation for

Satisfactory Performance
	Observations of

Student Performance
	Results Analyzed When and by Whom
	Outcome of Analysis
	Dept. or Program Follow-up Action

	Students will evaluate the effects of racial, ethnic, cultural, and religious diversity on society
	Not monitored this academic year
	NA
	 NA
	Dept. meeting date:

Other analysis (describe):


	Objective:

Satisfied

Not satisfied


	Complete by.

X
Reexamine by Spring 2011
None required

Develop method to assess student learning of this objective, administer, and evaluate results during the Fall 2010 semester

	Students will develop knowledge to evaluate social change and analyze its impact on individuals and society
	Dr. Tim Baylor administered A.W.A.R.E. to thirty nine students in sociology 206, marriage and family, during the spring semester of 2010.  A.W.A.R.E. is an instrument designed to compare and contrast students’ attitudes and expectations regarding intimate relationships with ideal-type baselines designed by family professionals.  There are fourteen topics in the inventory.  Forty four students were involved in a pretest and thirty nine completed the posttest.  


	We expected the mean score of students across the fourteen topics to increase two percentage points toward the ideal-type baseline designed by family professionals


	The mean student increase was 2.79.  Students exceeded expectations.


	Dept. meeting date: Professor Baylor analyzed the data in May, 2010
Other analysis:

The sample and topics were appropriate for the topic of rapid social change.  Sociologists see marriage and family patterns as barometers, i.e., as both cause of and consequence of social change.  While students may have improved over the course of the semester and moved closer to the professional’s views, a closer analysis of the AWARE Inventory results show the largest percentage point gaps between student views and the views of marriage and family professionals were in the areas of “cultural diversity,” “midlife and older couples,” and “divorce, single parent, and step families.”  These results are not surprising.  Limited time in the course is devoted to different patterns of marriage and family between different racial and ethnic groups.  No time is spent on the unique issues of midlife and older couples.  While considerable time is devoted to divorce, less time is devoted to single parent family issues, and no time is devoted to step families.


	Objective:

x
Satisfied

Not satisfied


	Complete by . . .

X
Reexamine by Fall 2011. . .

None required

The content in SOCI206 Marriage and Family can be adjusted.  Material will be adjusted to include some of the unique issues of African Americans and Latinos.  Also, more time and attention will be given to two potential outcomes of divorce: single-parent families and step families.  The hope is that sacrificing course time currently devoted to other material does not produce a corresponding decline in student learning in the other content areas.



	Students will apply sociological theories and methods
	A sample of five papers were gathered from sociological research and a sample of ten papers were gathered from sociological theory.  Two professors from outside the course and within the program divided the papers and evaluated them using sociology’s 3 point/2 dimension rubric for evaluating student writing.  This makes a total of ten cases of evaluation for sociological research and twenty cases for sociological theory.


	Out of a possible score of 6 from the rubric, we expected students to score 4.  


	The mean score for all thirty cases of evaluation across all goals was 4.5.  The mean score for sociological research was 4.6.  The mean score for sociological theory was 4.4.

15 students exceed expectations

9 students met expectations

6 did not meet expectations 
	Dept. meeting date: Two sociology professors analyzed the data between March and May of 2010.

Other analysis (describe): While distributions are skewed toward students exceeding expectations, there is also room for improvement.  Understanding the results as currently presented is problematic.  Our current rubric tool for assessing student learning combines both a score regarding learning of substantive content with writing well.  These are two clearly different learning objectives.  The results therefore do not allow the program to know whether we are weaker in the area of substantive content or the area of developing student’s writing skills, or perhaps both.


	Objective:

Satisfied

X
Not satisfied


	Complete by . . .

X
Reexamine by Spring 2011. . .

None required

The program recommends that we go back and revisit this year’s results to separate student learning of the actual student learning outcome desired by the program from evaluation and assessment of student writing skills and that we keep distinct these two assessment measures in the future.  The sociology faculty will meet by the end of the fall semester to examine the results and determine appropriate actions to take.



	Students will develop critical thinking skills to analyze and solve social problems
	Sociology did not analyze student outcomes regarding critical thinking.  We did not offer a broad enough range of upper level courses.


	NA
	NA
	Dept. meeting date:

Other analysis (describe):


	Objective:

Satisfied

Not satisfied


	Complete by . . .

X

Reexamine by Fall 201.

None required

Sociology will be teaching more upper level content courses during the 2010-2011 school year.  This will lend itself to more thorough assessment.  We will also pilot the critical thinking rubric developed by philosophy in one or more courses.



	Other observations?  Unexpected findings?  Overall what changes/improvements are planned as a result of the assessments shown in the table?

	Closer examination of our current assessment tool and reporting of data has led us to see the need to separate assessment of student learning of our stated goals from that of assessing student writing skills.  We currently combine these two separate measures into one composite score when reporting our findings.
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