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To: Department of Anthropology 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of Anthropology. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
  
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
  
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






To: Department of Psychology 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted by the 
Department of Psychology. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the revised Senate 
Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee notes that the SLOs for the program are clear, student centered, and active.  
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
Alignment of SLOs and the Baccalaureate Framework is clearly presented. 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in the Academic 
Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 The committee appreciates the clarity of the relationship between the SLOs and program curriculum. The 
committee notes that there is no “I” or “introduced” step in the methods column of the SLO map.  
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
 The committee appreciates the explanation and use of the MFT in Psychology test as a means of 
assessment as well as the varied and valid measures of assessment throughout the rest of the report. The 
relationship between these measures and the SLOs meant to be assessed is effectively demonstrated.  
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
The Committee commends the work on the areas of A. Presentation of Results, B. Historical Results, and 
C. Interpretations of Results.   
 
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
 
The Committee commends the work on the areas of A. Documents and results are shared with faculty, 
and B. Documents and results are shared with other stakeholders. Very good involvement of 
stakeholders.  
  
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and 
Success  
  
The committee recognizes and appreciates the continued reflection and improvement of assessment and 
relative changes and adjustments to the curricular programs based on the results of assessment. We 
support the goals outlined in the report for improving assessment in next year’s assessment practices.  
 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf

https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






To: Department of English & Linguistics 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted by the 
Department of English & Linguistics. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee finds that the goals are clearly stated, student centered, and active. A rating of 3 was 
earned in this area.  
 
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with PFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
The SLOs are clearly aligned with the Baccalaureate Framework. 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in the Academic 
Program (Curricular Map)  
  
The curricular map is clear. The committee notes that the progression of student learning should be 
labeled “introduced” “emphasized” and “reinforced” for each.  
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
The committee notes the usefulness of the AACU Value Rubric for Written Communication. We note that 
because of COVID data typically reported was not available. We also appreciate the note that senior exit 
surveys may not be the best measure for assessment given the specific conditions in the department. We 
encourage the continued development of assessment measures that best provide the department with 
actionable data for program improvement. 
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
The Committee commends the work on the areas of A. Presentation of Results, B. Historical Results, and 
C. Interpretations of Results.   
 
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
 The Committee commends the work on the areas of A. Documents and results are shared with faculty, 
and B. Documents and results are shared with other stakeholders. Very good involvement of 
stakeholders.  
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and 
Success  
  
The committee recognizes and appreciates the continued reflection and improvement of assessment and 
relative changes and adjustments to the curricular programs based on the results of assessment. We 
support the goals outlined in the report for improving assessment in next year’s assessment practices.  



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






To: Department of Sociology 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of Sociology. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee agreed that seeing the full text of the learning outcomes would be helpful, but 
otherwise you have them listed in the document and labeled clearly.  
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
The Committee commends the work on the Alignment with the PFW Baccalaureate Framework 
in the rubric. A ranking of 3 was given for this section.    
 
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 While SLOs are mapped in the current report, there remain some discrepancies in when a skill is 
introduced, emphasized, and reinforced. The reviewers noted that in some cases the skills are not 
marked as having been introduced in any course, while others are emphasized in lower-level 
classes than when they are introduced. One of the concerns here is if students take courses in 
numerical sequence, they may be expected to have knowledge they haven’t been yet learned. The 
committee recommends re-evaluating the SLO table. 
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
 The committee recommends reevaluating the means of assessment. We are unsure that reporting 
the number of students who pass the core courses with 75% or higher is demonstrable evidence 
for meeting the learning outcomes of the program writ large. In this way, as suggested in 
previous years, we encourage you to select items from courses that could be assessed externally 
to the pass/fail rate of courses. In this way, too, specific rubrics and assessment tools would need 
developed.  
 
We appreciate that with multiple sections of your courses, coordinating the assessment of 
specific SLOs with shared assignments across those sections presents some extra labor. We 
believe, though, that effort is useful for the college and for your department. That data may better 
demonstrate the specific SLOs that students are excelling at and those that are falling short of 
ideal outcomes. For future assessment efforts we suggest developing shared assignments that 
measure specific SLOs.  
 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf





We echo the recommendations from last year’s assessment committee that they use of alumni 
surveys “provides feedback on student satisfaction” but is not articulated in relation to the SLOs 
of the program itself.  
 
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
Results are provided with clear expectations for successful thresholds. The results in the current 
report present some difficulty in truly assessing how well students are meeting the SLOs of the 
program.  
 
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
This year’s report suggests that faculty were given the opportunity to edit or comment on the 
document, but does not indicate how faculty are involved in the process of assessment or how 
the faculty reflect on the results of the assessment process. The committee has also suggested 
revisiting the assessment plan to provide external stakeholders data that will help them advise the 
program.  
  
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
The current report suggests the assessment committee along with others will review the process 
and suggest any necessary improvements. The committee agreed that more specific steps would 
be helpful here—we are wondering about how you might specifically improve data collection 
and then how the department might use the data itself to understand the work of the program 
better. 








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 





		Score or Holistic EvaluationSLOs-Clarity: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Student-Centered: 
3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Expectation Level: 3

		Recommendations-SLO: 

		Score or Holistic EvaluationProgramLevel SLOs-BF: 3

		Recommendation-BF: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Relationship: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Measures: 3

		Recommendations-Part1: 

		Assessment Plan-Results: N/A & 2


		Assessment Plan-Data: N/A & 2

		Assessment Plan-Measures: N/A & 2

		Recommendations-Part2: Three measures are stated in the 2020 report: portofolio, exit survey, and alumni/emplyer survey. Since portofolio and Exit survey are not implemented, there is no result. For these, we place N/A. 

Alumni/emplyer surveys were conducted. However, it is hard to determine if these surveys provide reliable data. The report states that "[t]hirty-five alumni surveys were completed" (p.29), but it does not indicate response rate (e.g., Out of #, 35 almni surveys were completed). Given the current report, it is hard to judge if the sample size is valid and if the result provides reliable information. Acording to the report, "The employer was contacted via the email addressed provided by the alumnus, and the employer received the employer survey" (p.29). However, the employer did not complete the survey. It does not provide any result. 

This current report only provides one result from almni surveys, and again, there is no data from portofopio and exit survey. We acknowledge that the three measures are clearly written in the report, but we are unable to say that one result from one measure would "consistently support drawing measingful conclusions".     

W 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Programmatic-Improvement: 3

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part1: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Assessment-Improvement: 3

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part2: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Content Alignment: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SLO: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SE: 3

		Recommendations-CMap: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Faculty: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Stakeholders: 1 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Presentation: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Historical: N/A 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Interpretation: 2 

		Recommendations-page-7: The report states the department "anticipates sharing the assessment results with area business leaders" (p. 37). 


		Recommendations-page-6: About historical results, the report states that [t]he Department of Communication Undergraduate Assessment Committee anticipates providing historical results in future assessment reports." We anticipate the historical result will be included in the next 2021 report. 

About interpretation of results, this report only provides one result from almni surveys. The report provides statistical results, but it does not clearly state that multiple faculty interpreted how classes/activities might have affected the results.   








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


3


3


n/a







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3


3


3







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


N/A







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


3


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


3


2


The committee appreciates the desire to find other stakeholders who might find the assessment data useful. 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


3








To: Department of Biology 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted by the 
Department of Biology. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the revised Senate Document 
15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
 
The committee finds that the goals are clearly stated, student centered, and active. A rating of 3 was given 
on each item here. 
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
The SLOs are clearly aligned with the PFW Baccalaureate Framework. A rating of 3 was given here. 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in the Academic 
Program (Curricular Map)  
  
All of the SLOs are mapped clearly to the curriculum and it is clear how student learning will progress 
through the program. A rating of 3 was given on each item here. 
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
This committee echoes the praise in last year’s report for the work of the department on the data 
collection and results section of the report. Assessment measures are clearly defined, justified, and the 
results are presented effectively. We commend an appreciate your work. A rating of 3 was given on each 
item here. 
 
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
Results are clearly communicated in the report. A rating of 3 was given on each item here. 
 
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
The committee can see in the report that assessment results are shared with faculty; however, it is less 
clear what conversations might be the result of the data gathered herein. It is also not clear if there are 
external stakeholders who might receive this data. 
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and 
Success  
  
The committee appreciates the reflection in determining possible programmatic change based on the 
assessment here. It is clear the department is invested in continuous improvement of both the program and 
assessment processes. A rating of 3 was given on each item here. 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf

https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


2


3


n/a







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


2


1


1


Table 1 seems incomplete insofar as some SLOs are not introduced, some aren’t emphasized, othes are not reinforced. It also appears 
that SLO 6 and 8 are introduced in a higher level course (352) than when it is emphasized (351). Assuming students take these 
courses in numerical sequence, this may be confusing. 


Because there do not appear to be specific items that are assessed its unclear how the classes and/or activities that are assessed 
actually measure the SLOs outlined. 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


1


1


We agree that some deductive liberties might be taken to suggest that 75% of students passing a course represents a sufficient 
threshold to establish the students have met the learning outcomes; however, it provides little discernment in terms of how well 
students are meeting any one SLO. In this way, we wonder how useful the data here is to help the department make sense of how 
students are performing in relationship to all 15 SLOs.


The First Destination Survey data is a little dated—even while you might not have an alumni survey more recent First Destination 
Data might be more helpful here. We are also unclear in what ways the data from the FDS helps support the learning outcomes of the 
department.







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


2


3


3







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


2


1


2


The interpretation of the data inlcudes multiple faculty insofar as they are teaching the courses but because it doesn’t appear to be an 
external assessment of documents from any given course there is no real interpretation happening with the course grade data.







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


2


1


The authors of the report suggest it is disseminated to the department for potential edit or comments; however, as mentioned prior, 
we are concerned that the data presented here is limited in its explanatory value related to how students are meeting specific learning 
outcomes. We encourage you to consider a more systemic assessment plan so that when the data is shared with stakeholders outside 
of the department they are better able advise on possible avenues forward. 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


2







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


1


There does not appear to be reflection on past assessment in this document.








To: Department of Mathematics 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of Mathematics. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee notes the commentary about the disruptive nature of the COVID pandemic 
forcing all of our work online in Spring 2020.  
 
The committee also notes that Programmatic SLOs are not supplied in this report. 
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
This section of the report is missing. The committee notes that the department is working on 
developing a new departmental assessment plan.  
 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 The committee observes this section of the assessment report is missing.  
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
 No explanations are supplied for how the assessment data provided addresses student learning 
outcomes in the program. More detail is needed to understand the connections. The data is 
further unclear with no standardized questions across sections of the courses. In this way, 
narrative explanation would be helpful here.  
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
Results are presented in the aggregate; as above it is unclear what this data represents in 
relationship to programmatic SLOs.  
 
The committee notes that the qualitative data supplied is illustrative.  
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
The committee notes this section of the report is missing. 
  



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf





Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
The committee notes this section of the report is missing. 








To: Department of English & Linguistics 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Graduate Program Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of English & Linguistics. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from 
the revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee acknowledges that the goals of the program are clearly stated, student centered, 
and active. A rating of 3 was given for each item here. 
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with PFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
N/A. The graduate program need not align with the Baccalaureate Framework 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 All the SLOs are mapped to the curriculum and it is clear from the report how students will 
build their knowledge and skills.  
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
 We applaud the clarification of the SLOs related to assessment measures. In past reports, the 
committee has suggested more clearly established relationships between the SLOs and the 
artifacts for assessment. In this report, this has become more clear.  
 
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
 The committee commends the work on the areas of presentation of results, historical results, and 
interpretation of results. 
 
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
 The committee acknowledges the desire of the department to find external stakeholders who 
would find the data meaningful and could help guide program improvement.  
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
The committee appreciates the clear, thoughtful reflection on programmatic, curricular, and 
assessment improvement. 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


3


3


n/a







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3


3


3







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


3


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


3


1


It doesn’t appear that results are shared with stakeholder beyond faculty. Is there an advisory board or other stakeholders to whom 
sharing this data would be helpful?







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


3








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 





		Score or Holistic EvaluationSLOs-Clarity: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Student-Centered: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Expectation Level: 2

		Recommendations-SLO: No evidence given to show how the SLO's exceed basic expectations established by the University and other necessary approving organizations.

		Score or Holistic EvaluationProgramLevel SLOs-BF: 3

		Recommendation-BF: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Relationship: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Measures: 3

		Recommendations-Part1: 

		Assessment Plan-Results: 3

		Assessment Plan-Data: 3

		Assessment Plan-Measures: 2

		Recommendations-Part2: The report only shows the result of CHM 194, and no other data are provided (p.10). 

We acknowldge the report stating that no DUCK data was available: "Following spring break 2020, all PFW courses were transitioned to online/remote, as part of state and university responses to the coronavirus pandemic. DUCK is a national, face-to-face format exam, and online or remote alternatives were not available" (p.7). 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Programmatic-Improvement: 1

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part1: No curicular improvement is addressed in the current report and previous report. We recommend that the report address continual improvement. 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Assessment-Improvement: 1

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part2: The report does not include evidence of improving upon past assessments or proposed plans to improve assessment in future iterations.

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Content Alignment: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SLO: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SE: 3

		Recommendations-CMap: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Faculty: No Information

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Stakeholders: No information

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Presentation: 2

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Historical: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Interpretation: 2

		Recommendations-page-7: The report does not specify how the results are shared with faculty and other stakeholders, nor how faculty and stakeholders are provided with multiple opportunities for collaboration to build meaningful future plans.

		Recommendations-page-6: We acknowldge that the current report could only show limited results. 








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


3


3


N/A







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3


3


3


Just one quick note here—you do not have a class marked for “I” for the method column in the Map of SLO to core courses in the 
curriculum.







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


3


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


3


3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 



Michelle Kelsey

3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 



Michelle Kelsey

3








To: Department of Chemistry 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted by the 
Department of Chemistry. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the revised Senate Document 15-6 
Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The committee recognizes that the SLOs are clear and specific, student centered, and active. There is no 
evidence provided that would allow us to conclude that the SLTs exceed basic expectations established by the 
University.  
  
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
The committee acknowledges that the SLOs are aligned with the PFW Baccalaureate Framework. The report 
earned a rank of 3 on this item. 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in the Academic Program 
(Curricular Map)  
 
The relationship between the assessments and the SLOs are clear and two measures are outlined including at 
least one direct measure. The report earned a rank of 3 on these items. 
  
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
 The report is limited in its reported data including only the results of CHM 194. No other data was provided. 
We note that the pandemic made other sources of data a challenge for this report.  
 
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
 The results are limited by virtue of the data available. We’ve ranked accordingly but also understand this would 
have likely been different absent the disruption the pandemic presented. 
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
This year’s report does not supply the committee with any information on how results are shared with faculty or 
stakeholders. In this way, it is unclear what role faculty or stakeholders might be able to play in reflecting on the 
data gathered in terms of improving. 
  
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success  
  
The committee recommends that department add plans for continual improvement. This could be based, in part, 
on improvements over the past years with regard to assessment. A conversation about how the department is 
addressing assessment feedback in the curriculum or pedagogically would help complete this report. 



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf

https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf






 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 





		Score or Holistic EvaluationSLOs-Clarity: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Student-Centered: 
3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Expectation Level: 3

		Recommendations-SLO: 

		Score or Holistic EvaluationProgramLevel SLOs-BF: 3

		Recommendation-BF: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Relationship: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Measures: 3

		Recommendations-Part1: 

		Assessment Plan-Results: 1

		Assessment Plan-Data: 
1

		Assessment Plan-Measures: 1

		Recommendations-Part2: The current report does not provide full results. It presents the SLOs and mapping for Spanish, French, and German, but it only provides the results of two Spanish courses and no data about French and Genran. 

We acknowldge that the results for the two Spanish courses are clearly presented and well explained in the current report. We encourage the department to include results from all three languages in the future report. 



		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Programmatic-Improvement: 2

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part1: We recommend that you continue applying the changes made in SPAN275 to other courses, which allow for programmatic and general education outcomes to be assessed with the same rubrics.We approve of charging the Curriculum Committee with the task of improving programmatic assessment processes in ILCS.

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Assessment-Improvement: 2

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part2: The curent report only provides the results and interpretations for Spanish. We encourage the department to report all three languages. 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Content Alignment: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SLO: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SE: 3

		Recommendations-CMap: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Faculty: 2

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Stakeholders: 
1 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Presentation: 1

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Historical: 1

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Interpretation: 2

		Recommendations-page-7: The current report indicates that the results were circulated to full time Spanish faculty. However, it does not say whether there were external stakeholders. 

		Recommendations-page-6: Few results are presented, and it is unclear for most courses if generally accepted practices for student learning outcomes assessment is used.









 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 





		Score or Holistic EvaluationSLOs-Clarity: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Student-Centered: 3


		Score or Holistic Evaluation SLOs-Expectation Level: 3

		Recommendations-SLO: 

		Score or Holistic EvaluationProgramLevel SLOs-BF: 3

		Recommendation-BF: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Relationship: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Measures: 3

		Recommendations-Part1: 3 types of measures were used:
- a standardized test in a pre-post format
- the products of the computational and experimental projects that are part of every 300 level or higher physics course
- use the presentations, both poster and formal, in the senior thesis class and at least one of the upper level laboratories

*Exit interviews were inclued as a measure, but "these did not happen with the Fall 2019/Spring 2020 graduating class" (p.6). 

		Assessment Plan-Results: 2



		Assessment Plan-Data: 
2

		Assessment Plan-Measures: 2

		Recommendations-Part2: Information about metrics of each assessment is provided (pp.8-9), but limited methodological concerns remain. For example, the report states that "In PHYS 346 we use observations of how students approach challenges in laboratory: a) how much they look for new solutions, b) how much they rise to challenges, and c) how much assistance they need" (p. 8). However, there is no specific rubric to measure "how much" students produce expected outcomes. We are not sure how student's work was determined as "excellent," "good," "acceptable," and "poor" (p.11). We recommend providing specific rubrics to use stduents' products and performances. 

Providing an observation protocol or specific rubrics would be useful. Standardized Pre/Post testing for the introductory classes (PHYS 152 and 251) is used, and this is useful. However, no results from pre/post testing are presented in the report, and there is no interpretations about this measure. 



		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Programmatic-Improvement: 2

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part1: We acknowldge "changes to address findings" (p.12) and conclusion (p.13). However, evidence is not clearly addressed "to determine how or the extent to which the change positively influenced student learning."

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Assessment-Improvement: 2

		Recommendations-Use-of-Results-Part2: We acknowldge changes for future assessments (p.13). We sugest that the department clearly state which results related to SLOs lead to necessary changes and how they would be used for future asessment plans.  

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Content Alignment: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SLO: 3

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-SE: 3

		Recommendations-CMap: 

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Faculty: 2

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Stakeholders: N/A



		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Presentation: 1

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Historical: 1

		Score or Holistic Evaluation-Interpretation: 1

		Recommendations-page-7: The department is in a state of continual revision. Information is provided (p. 10), but the report does not explain how information is not used "for collaboraiton to build meaningful future plans."  

The report provides no information about stakeholdes. 

		Recommendations-page-6: The report presents a summary of each assessment. It is unclear how the results are drawn from the assessments. 

The report states that exit interviews "did not happen with the Fall 2019/Spring 2020 graduating class" (p. 6), but it presnts the partical results of exit interviews (pp.11-12). We wonder when the exit interviews were conducted if not in Fall 2019/Spring 2020. 








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


n/a


n/a


n/a


The programmatic SLOs are not present in the report.


The report does note that the disruption of the pandemic has impacted assessment in the department.







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


n/a


n/a


n/a


No map is presented in the report.
The report does suggest this is under revision.







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


n/a


No alignment table appears in the report.







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


1


1


The report does not include how the SLOs are specifically measured through the assessments provided.


Both qualitative and quantitative data is presented but more narrative is needed to link the data to the SLOs.







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


n/a


n/a


n/a


While some data is included in the report, data targets are not identified, data collection process is not clearly explained, and 
reliability is not apparent. 


The committee notes again that the department suggests that the pandemic overwhelmed the typical data collection. The data 
presented crosses sections of courses but is not based on shared/standard test items or assignment. In this way, relibaility is not 
established and the usefulness of the data is not apparent. 







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


1


1


1


The interpretation of the data inlcudes multiple faculty insofar as they are teaching the courses but because it doesn’t 
appear to be an external assessment of documents/test items from any given course there is no real interpretation 
happening with the course grade data.







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


n/a


n/a


It is not clear from the report how faculty are involved or how external stakeholders are consulted.







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


1


The report suggests the department is undergoing curriuclar changes in programming including new courses. We  suspect this will 
continue through the college split process.







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


1


There does not appear to be reflection on past assessment in this document.








 
Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Clarity and 
specificity 


All SLOs are stated with clarity 
and specificity including 
precise verbs and rich 
descriptions of the knowledge, 
skills and value domains 
expected of students upon 
completing the program. 


SLOs generally contain 
precise verbs, rich 
description of the 
knowledge, skills and value 
domains expected of 
students. 


SLOs are inconsistently 
defined for the program, 
descriptions of the 
knowledge, skill and value 
domains are present but 
lack consistent precision. 


 


Student-Centered All SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms (i.e. 
what a student should 
know, think, or do). 


Most SLOs are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


Some SLO’s are stated in 
student-centered terms. 


 


Expectation Level SLO’s exceed basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLO’s meet the basic 
expectations established by 
the University and other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


SLOs meet only a portion of 
the expectations 
established by the 
University or other 
necessary approving 
organizations required of 
the submitting unit. 


 


Recommendations:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


3


3


N/A







 


Programmatic Curricular Map 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Content 
Alignment 


All SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Most SLOs are mapped to 
common classes or learning 
activities expected of all 
students completing the 
program. 


Common classes or learning 
activities are identified for 
all students completing the 
program but most SLO’s are 
not clearly mapped to 
classes or activities. 


 


Student Learning 
Development of 
SLOs (Learning 
Benchmarks) 


Curricular Map clearly 
identifies the progression of 
student learning relative to 
all SLOs at specific points in 
the curriculum  


Curricular Map identifies 
levels of expected learning 
relative to most SLOs at 
specific points in the 
curriculum. 


Curricular Map identifies 
expected levels of learning 
for some SLOs at specific 
points in the curriculum. 


 


Student 
Engagement 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined in the SLOs. 


Classes and/or activities 
engage students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs 


Classes and/or activities do 
not consistently engage 
students in the work 
outlined by most of the 
SLOs. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3


2


3


The progression of student learning might be more specifically articulated through a specifically labeling of “Introduced” 
“Emphasized” and  “Reinforced” for each SLO. 







 


Alignment with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


 IPFW 
Baccalaureate 
Framework 
Alignment 


Specific, clearly defined, 
student-centered Program-
Level  SLO’s are aligned to 
all foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Generally defined student-
centered Program-Level 
SLO’s are aligned to all 
foundation areas of the 
IPFW Baccalaureate 
Framework. 


Program-Level SLO’s are 
aligned to some foundation 
areas of the IPFW 
Baccalaureate Framework. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3







 


Assessment Plan – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Relationship 
between 
assessments and 
SLOs 


Detail is provided regarding 
SLO-to-measure match.  
Specific items included on 
the assessment are linked 
to SLOs.  The match is 
affirmed by faculty subject 
experts. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
general but sufficient to 
show alignment. 


Description of how SLOs 
relate to assessment is 
incomplete or too general 
to provide sufficient 
information for use in 
determining progress 
toward SLO. 


 


Types of Measures All SLOs are assessed using 
at least two measures 
including at least one direct 
measure 


Most SLOs are assessed 
using at least one direct 
measure. 


Most SLOs are either 
assessed using only indirect 
measures or are not 
assessed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


3


2







 


Assessment Plan – Part 2 


Established 
Results 


Statements of desired 
results (data targets) 
provide useful comparisons 
and detailed timelines for 
completion. 


Statements of desired 
results provide a basic data 
target and a general 
timeline for completion. 


Statements of desired 
results are missing or 
unrealistic for completion. 


 


Data Collection 
and Design 
Integrity 


The data collection process 
is sound, clearly explained, 
and appropriately specific 
to be actionable. 


Enough information is 
provided to understand the 
data collection process with 
limited methodological 
concerns. 


Limited information is 
provided about the data 
collection process or 
includes sufficient flaws to 
nullify any conclusions 
drawn from the data 


 


Evidence of 
Reliability of 
Measures 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
clearly explained and 
consistently support 
drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods used to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
stated and generally 
support drawing meaningful 
conclusions. 


Methods to ensure 
reliability of findings are 
insufficient for drawing 
meaningful conclusions. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Reporting Results  


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Presentation of 
Results 


Results are clearly present 
and directly related to SLOs. 
Results consistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLOs.  Results are 
derived from generally 
accepted practices for 
student learning outcomes 
assessment. 


Results are present and 
related to SLOs. Results 
generally demonstrate 
student achievement 
relative to stated SLOs. 
Results are derived from 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment. 


Results are provided but do 
not clearly relate to SLO’s. 
Results inconsistently 
demonstrate student 
achievement relative to 
stated SLO’s. Use of 
generally accepted practices 
for student learning 
outcomes assessment is 
unclear. 


 


Historical Results Past iterations of results are 
provided for most 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Past iterations of results are 
provided for the majority of 
assessments to provide 
context for current results. 


Limited or no iterations of 
prior results are provided. 


 


Interpretation of 
Results 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLOs, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed. 
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results including an 
interpretation of how 
classes/activities might have 
affected the results. 


Interpretations of results 
are reasonable given the 
SLO’s, desired levels of 
student learning and 
methodology employed.  
Multiple faculty interpreted 
the results. 


Interpretation of results 
does not adequately refer 
to stated SLO’s or identify 
expectations for student 
learning relative to SLO’s.  
The interpretation does not 
include multiple faculty. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


3


3


3







 


Report Dissemination and Collaboration 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with faculty 


Information is routinely 
provided to all faculty with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is provided to 
all faculty through an 
effective mode and with 
sufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to all faculty or 
provides insufficient detail 
to be meaningful. 


 


Documents and 
results are shared 
with other 
stakeholders 


Information is routinely 
provided to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) with 
multiple opportunities for 
collaboration to build 
meaningful future plans. 


Information is shared with 
stakeholders (beyond 
faculty) through an effective 
mode and with sufficient 
detail to be meaningful. 


Information is not 
distributed to stakeholders 
(beyond faculty) or provides 
insufficient detail to be 
meaningful. 


 


Recommendations: 


 


 


3


3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 1 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Programmatic and 
Curricular 
Improvement 


Evidence reported 
demonstrates a consistent 
pattern of an integrated 
assessment, pedagogy and 
curricular approach that 
assesses student 
performance relative to 
SLOs, uses assessment data 
to make curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes and re-
assesses learning to 
determine how or the 
extent to which the change 
positively influenced 
student learning.   


Evidence reported 
demonstrates assessment 
of student learning relative 
to SLO’s and describes 
curricular and/or 
pedagogical changes 
planned or made as a result 
of assessment of student 
learning. Some evidence of 
an emergent pattern of 
assess/curricular or 
pedagogical change/ re-
assess is demonstrated. 


Assessment findings are 
reported but insufficient 
evidence of curricular or 
pedagogical changes are 
present and limited or no 
evidence of an emergent 
pattern of assess/curricular 
or pedagogical change/re-
assess is demonstrated. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


 


3







Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, Achievement and Success – Part 2 


 Exemplary 
3 


Acceptable 
2 


Developing 
1 


Score or Holistic 
Evaluation 


Improvement of 
Assessment 
Process 
(mechanics) 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and specific 
changes to the assessment 
process are detailed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
critically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, present and 
intended improvements to 
process are identified (when 
needed) and moderate 
changes to the assessment 
process, or general plans for 
improvement of assessment 
process are proposed. 


Past and current 
assessment process are 
sporadically evaluated, 
including acknowledgement 
of flaws, but no evidence of 
improving upon past 
assessment or making plans 
to improve assessment in 
future iterations is 
proposed. 


 


Recommendations:  
 


 


3








To: Department of International Languages & Cultural Studies 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of International Languages & Cultural Studies. Our comments below follow a 
rubric derived from the revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
 The committee acknowledges the clarity of the SLOs for the program. The report earned a 3 out 
of 3 on these items. 
 
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
SLOs are clearly aligned with the Baccalaureate Framework. The committee appreciates your 
clarity and specificity. The report earned a 3 out of 3 on these items. 
 
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 The committee commends the department report for its work on mapping the SLOs to the 
curricular map. It is clear to us that the SLOs are mapped to core courses, that there is a 
progression of student learning, and that classes and activities are consistently engaged with 
students. 
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
 The current report does not provide full results including only results for two Spanish courses 
but no data for the other languages in the program. The results that are presented are very well 
articulated and helpful. The committee encourages the department to include all of the languages 
in the report. 
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
 The report suggests that the document was circulated to full-time Spanish faculty but it is 
unclear how this data will be presented to any external stakeholders.  
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  
 See above.  
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf





The committee agrees with charging the department Curriculum Committee with the task of 
improving programmatic assessment processes in ILCS. The committee also encourages the 
department to report data on all of the languages relevant to the program SLOs.  








To: Department of Communication 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of Communication. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
The SLOs are well described and remain student centered. A rank of 3 was given for each item 
in this section.  
 
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
 
A rank of 3 was earned on this item. The committee recognizes the detailed work in the report to 
demonstrate alignment with the PFW Baccalaureate Framework. 
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
 
The committee recognizes and applauds the report for its clear mapping of the SLOs across the 
curriculum and the activities/assignments students are engaged in that contribute to meeting 
SLOs. A rank of 3 was given for each item in this section.  
 
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
 
The committee notes that given the data collection schedule for assessment this year is a 
challenge with only alumni and employer surveys, particularly given the sample size. The 
committee encourages the department to consider shifting Portfolio and Exit Surveys to 
alternating years and, perhaps, every third year provide the alumni and employer surveys along 
with whatever data is meant to be submitted that year. In this way, there will always be sufficient 
data to assess SLOs. More detail is needed to make sense of the alumni and employer surveys 
data.  
  
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
  
The committee anticipates seeing historical results in future reports given the revised assessment 
practices in the departments. The committee notes that generally it is clear how faculty are 
involved in assessment, but in this report and given the data reported this has become less clear. 
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf





 The committee wondered if there is a more systemic shareing of assessment results with 
stakeholders beyond faculty. Even while the report may not be ready to share before submitting 
to the committee, a detailed plan about how the document is shared and how feedback is 
received from stakeholders would be helpful. 
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
The committee commends the detail and reflection in the report. A rank of 3 was earned for 
sections regarding using the result to improve student learning. 








To: Department of Physics 
From: COAS Assessment Committee 
Subject: 2019-2020 Assessment Report Feedback 
Date: March 7, 2020 
 
The COAS Assessment Committee has received and reviewed the assessment report submitted 
by the Department of Physics. Our comments below follow a rubric derived from the 
revised Senate Document 15-6 Appendix D.   
  
Section I: Clearly Stated Programmatic Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs)  
  
 The committee commends the clarity of the SLOs. The SLOs are student centered and active. 
 
Section II: Alignment of SLOs with IPFW Baccalaureate Framework   
  
The alignment of SLOs with the PFW Baccalaureate Framework is complete and clear.  
  
Section III: Student Learning Outcomes Mapped to Planned Learning Experiences in 
the Academic Program (Curricular Map)  
  
 The committee commends the clarity of the SLOs mapped to the learning experiences of 
students in the program.   
 
Section IV: Systematic Method for Measuring Progress Toward Accomplishment of SLO  
  
 The committee acknowledges 3 measures were used including a standardized test, assessment of 
projects, and assessment of presentation in the senior thesis class. The committee also notes that 
exit interview were not able to be collected given the disruption of the pandemic.  
 
The committee notes a concern with methodology of assessment in this report. They note that no 
clear rubric is referenced in assessing the learning outcomes assessed in PHYS 346.  The 
committee encourages the development of standardized rubrics for assessment.  
 
The committee noted that while Pre/Post testing is noted as a measure no data is presented nor 
any interpretations.  
 
Section V. Reporting Results - Communication  
 
 The committee appreciates the summary of each assessment.  
 
One note here, there appears to be an error in the report. The report suggests that exit interviews 
were not completed but does present data based on exit interviews. Some clarification on this 
matter would be illuminating.  
  
Section VI: Reporting Results – Stakeholder Involvement  
  



https://www.ipfw.edu/dotAsset/0b3ed91b-2219-486c-b0ae-9bea62c970c8.pdf





 The committee notes that the department uses the data to work on continual revision of the 
program. However, in this section the committee also notes that no stakeholders are were 
identified. The committee suggests finding external stakeholders or to make those you already 
have more explicit in this report.  
 
Section VII: Use of Results for Programmatic Change to Improve Student Learning, 
Achievement and Success  
  
The committee acknowledges changes for future assessments and suggests that the department 
clearly state which results related to SLOs lead to necessary change. The committee is also 
interested in how the data presented here will influence future assessment plans. 





