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Spring/Summer 2021 Assessment Survey Report

The UW Assessment Team, along with the UW HLC Assessment Academy Team, UW Assessment
Coordinators, and the Ellbogen Center for Teaching and Learning (ECTL), will work together to utilize
assessment results to improve student learning and address how UW is meeting the following three HLC
assessment requirements listed under Core Component 4.B.:

1. “The institution has effective processes for assessment of student learning and for achievement
of learning goals in academic and cocurricular offerings.

2. The institution uses the information gained from assessment to improve student learning.

3. The institution’s processes and methodologies to assess student learning reflect good practice,
including the substantial participation of faculty, instructional and other relevant staff members.”
(The Higher Learning Commission- North Central Association, 2019)

An initial first step in this process was the deployment of the UW Assessment Survey to understand the
overall assessment of student learning, culture of assessment and assessment needs at the University of
Wyoming. Our work moving forward will focus on our HLC Assessment Academy Plan (Appendix C)
and emphasize transparency and support in the assessment processes at our institution.

The UW Assessment Survey was launched at the end of April 2021 and respondents had four months
(May - August) to respond. This report reflects programs that participated in the UW Assessment Survey
and their corresponding Tier Level assignments based on those responses. Please see "UW Assessment
Tier Requirements"” (pages 4 to 6) as a reference. Survey questions were developed in partnership with
the UW Assessment Coordinators and are directly aligned with the UW Assessment Tier

Requirements. Additional survey content can be found in the Appendices section of this report (pages
106 to 141.

When compiling information for this report we elected to focus on the following areas:

1. Participation (Completion Rate)

2. Program Tier Level Assignment (based on survey responses received)

3. Responses related to weighted questions to determine Tier Level Assignment (Assessment
Survey Questions & Tier Level Assignments)

4.  Opportunities for support (Additional UW Assessment Survey Response Notes)

5. Who participated and when (Respondents)

Work moving forward will focus on support for the work of the UW Assessment Coordinators (Book
Club Meetings for AY 21/22 and an Assessment Academy planned for October 2021, at the Assessment
Academy we will focus on specific supports for each College as well as ways to connect colleges and
programs to improve assessment practices), Assessment Workshops (tailored to assessment needs
identified based on the UW Assessment Survey responses - November 2021), campus-wide Assessment
Learning Communities (beginning Spring 2022), and developing a UW Assessment Plan that will serve
the needs of the UW community.

We invite you to visit our website for additional information on our work, upcoming events and resources
(http://www.uwyo.edu/ctl/assessment/index.html). If you would like to request information on specific
responses or all responses from a college or program, this information is available (please email Heather
Webb Springer directly at hwebbl@uwyo.edu).



http://www.uwyo.edu/ctl/assessment/index.html
mailto:hwebb1@uwyo.edu

Thank you for participating in this process and we look forward to the work ahead.
Kind regards —

UW Assessment Team
Ellbogen Center for Teaching and Learning (ECTL)



UW Assessment Tier Requirements

Student Learning Outcomes

Clarity

Frequency

Tier

The program has well-defined student

Student learning outcomes are reviewed

1 learning outcomes (learner centered, | regularly (once per academic year), and updated
specific and measurable) (as needed) regularly
Tier The program has student learning Student learning outcomes are reviewed
2 outcomes inconsistently (less than once per academic
year), updates (as needed) are also inconsistent
Tier Student learning outcomes are Student learning outcomes are rarely reviewed
3 unknown (may be present, but and updated, if at all
unclear)
Culture
Culture Labor of Assessment Educational Development
Tier | Thereis astrong culture | The department or program Educational development
1 of student learning shows demonstrable value opportunities are offered,
outcome assessment in the | for the labor of assessment. encouraged and/or
department. The Itis clearly listed in job incentivized by the
department, as a whole, is | descriptions and credited in | department or program. The
working as a change agent | the promotion and tenure | program takes joy in learning
for student-centered, process. about student success and
inclusive, evidence-based areas for growth.
teaching.
Tier There is a developing The department or program | Some effort is being made to
2 | culture of student learning is working to adapt job encourage participation in
outcome assessment in the descriptions and the supportive educational
department. promotion and tenure development programs.
process to encompass the
labor of assessment.
Tier There is no culture of The department or program | Currently there is no effort to
3 student learning outcome | does not include (and there is [ encourage participation in

assessment in the
department.

currently no discussions or
effort to include) the labor of
assessment in job
descriptions along with the
promotion and tenure
process.

supportive educational
development programs.




Assessment Process

Tier

The program has a robust
assessment process that is clearly
documented and explainable and

encompasses:

e assessment of student
work on multiple levels;
and,

e exemplary processes and
practices that are scalable
to the university
community.

Effective gathering of
data that directly
measures students’
attainment of learning
outcomes.

Effective gathering of
data that indirectly
measure students’

engagement, satisfaction,
and growth.

Tier

The program has a functioning
assessment process that may be
documented and is working
toward assessing student work on
multiple levels.

Effective gathering of
data that directly
measures students’
attainment of learning

outcomes is in progress.

Effective gathering of
data that indirectly
measure students’

engagement, satisfaction
and growth is in progress.

Tier

The program has an inconsistent,
limited assessment process that is
not documented.

There is little consideration given
to student learning outcomes.

There is little/limited
gathering of data that
directly measures
students’ attainment of
learning outcomes.

There is little/limited
gathering of data that
indirectly measure
students’ engagement,
satisfaction, and growth.

Analysis

Tier 1

The assessment data is carefully analyzed for learning outcome trends

Tier 2

Some analysis of assessment data is conducted, but is incomplete

Tier 3

Limited, if any, analysis of assessment data is conducted

Assessment to Inform and Guide Practice

Tier

The assessment results

 indicate progress toward achieving student learning outcomes;
« inform and are used to improve student learning outcomes (as needed); and,
e support pedagogical changes as necessary.

Tier

The assessment results may

 indicate progress toward achieving student learning outcomes; and,
« face challenges in changing/improving student learning outcomes.




Tier

The assessment results (if available)

3 o are seldom used to inform and improve student learning outcomes; and,
« indicate a need for student learning outcome changes and/or pedagogical
adjustments that are not/have not been adopted in response.
Transparency
Transparency Online Access
Tier | The assessment results (affirmation and/or changes) are | All program student learning
1 transparent and accessible to students and internal and outcomes are published on
external stakeholders as identified by the program. the program website.
Tier | The assessment results (affirmation and/or changes) are Some program student
2 not fully transparent and accessible to students and learning outcomes are
internal and external stakeholders as identified by the published on the program
program. website.
Tier | The assessment results (affirmation and/or changes), if Program student learning
3 any, are not transparent and accessible to students and outcomes are not published
internal and external stakeholders as identified by the on the program website.
program.
Qutside Accreditation
Tier If accredited by an outside body, it has received favorable feedback with minor
1 assessment improvement.
Tier If accredited by an outside body, it has received some feedback for assessment
2 improvement.
Tier If accredited by an outside body, it has received significant corrective feedback for
3

assessment improvement.
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University of Wyoming Assessment Survey Results

Completion Rate = 86.6%*
179 total programs
155 programs participated

Undergraduate Programs Participation Rate = 88.5%
104 undergraduate programs
92 undergraduate programs participated?

Graduate Programs Participation Rate = 84%
75 graduate programs
63 graduate programs participated®

Completed
Undergraduate
Sureys 88.5%
(92 out of 104)

Completed Surveys

Completed Graduate
Surveys 84%
(63 out of 75)

! This completion rate does not include the three surveys reflected in Academic Affairs, from the following
programs: American Heritage Center, University Library and UW Art Museum.

2 Three undergraduate minor programs and one certificate program are reflected in this number.

3 There are 56 MS/MA programs, six PhD programs, one JD, and one interdisciplinary JD (Haub) program reflected
in this number.




Tier Level Assignments (based on survey responses received):
Roughly 48.7% (75) of the programs surveyed ranked as Tier 1, 40.3% (62) ranked as Tier 2,
and 11% (17) ranked as Tier 3.

Tier 1 48.7% (75)

Tier 2 40.3% (62)

Tier 3 11% (17)

Undergraduate
Among undergraduate programs surveyed, 48.9% (45) ranked as Tier 1, 43.5% (40) ranked as

Tier 2, and 7.6% (7) ranked as Tier 3.

Tier 1 48.9% (45)

o) 43.5% (40)

Tier 3 7.6% (7)



Graduate
Among graduate programs surveyed, roughly 48.4% (30) of the programs ranked as Tier 1,
35.5% (22) ranked as Tier 2, and 16.1% (10) ranked as Tier 3.

- 48.4% (30)

Tier 2 35.5% (22)

Tier 3 16.1% (10)
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UW College of Agriculture and Natural Resources
UW Assessment Survey Report

Completion Rate = 64.7%*

Undergraduate Programs Participating Graduate Programs Participating
Agricultural Business Agriculture and Applied Economics
Family and Consumer Sciences Family and Consumer Sciences
Microbiology Molecular Biology (to include PhD)
Molecular Biology Plant Sciences (to include PhD)

. : Rangeland Ecology and Watershed
Plant Production and Protection Man%gement (to ?nilude PhD)
Rangeland Ecology and Watershed Management

Program Tier Level Assignment (based on survey responses received)

Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3

Rangeland Ecology and
Watershed Management
(undergraduate)

Family and Consumer Agricultural
Sciences (undergraduate)  [Business (undergraduate)

Rangeland Ecology and
Watershed Management (to
include PhD)

Microbiology IAgricultural and Applied
(undergraduate) Economics (graduate)

Plant Production and Protection
(undergraduate)

Family and Consumer
Sciences (graduate)

Molecular
Biology (undergraduate)

Molecular Biology (graduate &
PhD)

Plant Sciences (graduate & PhD)

4 The following programs were contacted but chose not to participate: Agricultural Communications
(undergraduate), Animal and Veterinary Science (undergraduate, graduate and PhD), Entomology (graduate and
PhD), Food Science and Human Nutrition (graduate interdisciplinary), Soil Science (graduate and PhD).



Assessment Survey Questions & Tier Level Assignments
Undergraduate Programs

Questions below were selected to be weighted by Assessment Coordinators to indicate Tier Level
assignment.

Question 1: Are your student learning outcomes for your program well-defined (learner
centered, specific and measurable)?

Yes =5 (83.3%)

No =1 (16.7%)

Question 9: The student learning outcomes assessment culture in my program is:

Strong - The
Non-existent - There is department, as a

no cult.ure of student whole, is working as a
learning out_come change agent for
assessment in the student-centered,

department. I inclusive, evidence-

based teaching.

Developing - There is a
developing culture of
student learning
outcome assessment
in the department.

12



uestion 11°: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that directly
measure students’ attainment of learning outcomes:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective | 2

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data

Developing - Gathering of data is effective ‘ 1
Developing - Gathering of data is in progress _ 1
Developing - Little/limited gathering of data
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective

Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress

Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data _ 2

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

uestion 12°: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that indirectly
measure students’ engagement, satisfaction and growth:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective ‘ 1

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress 1
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data
Developing - Gathering of data is effective

Developing - Gathering of data is in progress 1

Developing - Little/limited gathering of data 1
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective
Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress

Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data 2

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

5 The results for Q11 are based on results from Q9.
6 The results for Q12 are based on results from Q9.
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Question 13: Does your program consider student-learning outcomes in the assessment process?
Yes =6 (100%)

Question 16: Select which scenario best describes what happens when your program collects
student learning outcomes data:

Data is carefully

Data is rarely, if ever, analyzed. We would

analyzed. We request

love to share how we
help in learning how analyze our data and

we can analyze our any lessons learned to
data and use its results help other programs

to improve our analyze their data
program. more effectively.
33.3% (2) T—

Data is sometimes

analyzed. We know
more can be done and
would like to receive
ideas on how to
improve our analysis
and improve our
program.

14



Question 17: Which statement best fits your program:

We have limited, if any,
use of student learning
outcomes to improve
student learning. We
cannot associate any
student learning
outcome changes and/or
pedagogical adjustments
with assessment results.

We may use student
learning outcomes
data analysis results to
indicate student
learning outcomes are
being achieved, and

inform and guide
changes/improvement
s to student learning
outcomes (but face
challenges in doing so).

©6.6% (4)

We use student learning
outcomes data analysis
results to affirm student
learning outcomes are
being achieved, inform and
guide learning outcome
changes (as needed), and
inform and guide
pedagogical changes to
enhance student learning
(as needed).

Assessment Survey Questions & Tier Level Assignments
Graduate Programs

Questions below were selected to be weighted by Assessment Coordinators to indicate Tier Level
assignment.

Question 1: Are your student learning outcomes for your program well-defined (learner
centered, specific and measurable)?

Yes =4 (80%)

No =1 (20%)

15



Question 9: The student learning outcomes assessment culture in my program is:

Non-existent - There is
no culture of student
learning outcome
assessment in the
department.

Developing - There is a &
developing culture of
student learning
outcome assessment
in the department.

Strong - The
department, as a

e whole, is working as a

change agent for
student-centered,
inclusive, evidence-

based teaching.

16



uestion 117: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that directly
measure students’ attainment of learning outcomes:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data
Developing - Gathering of data is effective
Developing - Gathering of data is in progress
Developing - Little/limited gathering of data
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective
Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress
Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data

hl

11

A 2

(N 1

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.

Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

" The results for Q11 are based on results from Q9.
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uestion 128: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that indirectly
measure students’ engagement, satisfaction and growth:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data 1

Developing - Gathering of data is effective

Developing - Gathering of data is in progress 3

Developing - Little/limited gathering of data

Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective

Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress
Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data 1

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Question 13: Does your program consider student-learning outcomes in the assessment process?
Yes =5 (100%)

Question 16: Select which scenario best describes what happens when your program collects
student learning outcomes data:
Data is sometimes analyzed. We know more can be done and would like to receive ideas
on how to improve our analysis and improve our program = 4 (80%)
Data is rarely, if ever, analyzed. We request help in learning how we can analyze our data
and use its results to improve our program = 1 (20%)

8 The results for Q12 are based on results from Q9.
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Question 17: Which statement best fits your program:

We have limited, if We may use student

any, use of student learning outcomes data
learning outcomes to , analysis results to

improve student indicate student
learning. We cannot " __ learning outcomes are
associate any student being achieved, and
learning outcome inform and guide
changes and/or changes/improvements
pedagogical to student learning
adjustments with outcomes (but face
assessment results. challenges in doing so).

We use student learning
outcomes data analysis results
to affirm student learning
outcomes are being achieved,
inform and guide learning
outcome changes (as needed),
and inform and guide
pedagogical changes to enhance
student learning (as needed).

Additional UW Assessment Survey Response Notes

Total number of program student learning outcomes webpages provided = 1

ECTL Assessment Assistance Requested:

1. Assistance in making program assessment processes and results more transparent — 7
(63.6%) (3 undergraduate and 4 graduate)

2. Assistance in using assessment data results to affirm student learning outcomes are being
achieved and how to use them to drive student learning outcomes and/or pedagogical
changes — 2 (18.2%) (1 undergraduate and 1 graduate)

3. Assistance in using data analysis results to affirm student learning outcomes are being
achieved and/or helping drive student learning outcomes and/or pedagogical change — 3
(27.3%) (2 undergraduate and 1 graduate)

4. Assistance in creating (or improving) a student learning outcomes assessment process — 9
(81.8%) (5 undergraduate and 4 graduate)

5. Help or assist your program in defining, reviewing and/or updating your student learning
outcomes - 6 (54.5%) (4 undergraduate and 2 graduate)

a. Defining student learning outcomes — 1 (9.1%) (undergraduate)
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b. Reviewing student learning outcomes — 4 (36.4%) (2 undergraduate and 2
graduate)

c. Updating student learning outcomes — 1 (9.1%) (undergraduate)

d. Other (Undergraduate)

i.  Our assessment focuses on critical thinking as it relates to application of
course concepts to solve problems. This has been our focus since we
started our second round of assessment efforts. Do we need to update our
focus given current efforts?

e. Other (Graduate)

i.  Our learning objectives are a combination of research and communication

skills. If ECTL would like to give us feedback, we would appreciate that.

Please briefly describe your programs utilization of and approach to student learning outcomes:

Undergraduate -

a.

b.

Our approach has been to focus on very practical learning outcomes. Our degree is quite
hands-on and thus our students learn concepts by doing them as much as possible.

Our learning outcomes identify the skills and knowledge are students need when they
graduate. We use our assessments to evaluate whether our curriculum is supporting those
learning outcomes, and then adjust curriculum and/or learning outcomes as indicated. We
also have plans to adjust our assessment process slightly, and will be implementing a new
college wide assessment of critical thinking hopefully this fall.

Each year (until the pandemic) we requested each faculty member to conduct assessment
for their classes they taught and send that to the Undergraduate Chair. That information
was placed in a report and sent to the person for the University in charge of assessment.
We used these data and reports in annual discussions about curriculum.

We used our learning outcomes to identify changes needed in the curriculum to address
students ability to become competent in the field.

The Microbiology Steering committee, a cross-college, cross-department team utilizes
the Microbiology Concept inventory to assess concept-based learning outcomes. Skill
and process-based outcomes are assessed within the context of a Capstone Microbiology
course. In this course, each student writes and NSF-style proposal, tests hypotheses with
appropriate lab and field research, analyzes data and communicates findings. Formative
and summative assessment is accomplished with rubrics. Summative assessment engages
subject matter experts in determining mastery of student learning outcomes. Finally,
students also take the pre- and post-active learning survey which includes measures of
student affect as well as inclusion.

Our program in Rangeland Ecology and Watershed Management is accredited with the
Society for Range Management. As such, we are reviewed for accreditation renewal each
10 years by the Society. At that time we are asked to assess our student learning
outcomes, but they are mostly unclear.

Graduate -

a.

Our learning objectives represent the common skills achieved in our program. We assess
some of these through our departmental seminar, and others through the graduate
research process (proposal preparation, prelim exam and defenses).

Our learning outcomes at the grad level, like at the undergrad level, are a bit tricky at the
department level as we have three very different programs. We examine written and oral
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communication at the department level, and then more specific learning outcomes are
measured and evaluated at the programmatic level.

c. We have a student seminar where the student's thesis research is presented on an annual
basis. They receive critical feedback from all faculty and dozens of graduate students
and research scientists. Additionally, all grad students meet with their thesis committee
once each year to present their work, receiving feedback at that time. Faculty discuss on
a semi-annual basis the overall view of student progress and adapt instruction

accordingly.

d. Our graduate programs in REWM are formulated based on recommendations from
graduate committee members. We formerly required these committee members to fill out
a form at the time each student defended their thesis or dissertation that was an
assessment of the students performance with their thesis or dissertation and the delivery

during the defense.

UW Assessment Survey Respondents:

Name Date(s)
Christopher Bastian May 26, 2021
Jeffrey Beck July 23, 2021
Randa Jabbour May 12, 2021
Karen Panter April 28, 2021
Benjamin Rashford April 27, 2021

Peter Thorsness

June 23, 2021

Christine Wade

May 7 & May 25, 2021

Rachel M. Watson

July 11, 2021

Christopher Bastian

May 26, 2021

UW College of Agriculture and Natural Resources Assessment Coordinators:

Warrie Means
Christine Wade

UW Assessment Team (Ellbogen Center for Teaching and Learning):

Heather E. Webb Springer (Associate Director of Assessment) hwebbl@uwyo.edu
Jake Hayden (Assessment Data Analyst) jakeh@uwyo.edu
Shujuan (Olivia) Wang (Assessment/SoTL Specialist) swangl0@uwyo.edu
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UW College of Arts and Sciences

Completion Rate = 84.8%°10

UW Assessment Survey Report

Undergraduate Minor Programs
Participating

Undergraduate Program Participating

Graduate Program Participating

Latina/o Studies

IAfrican American and Diaspora
Studies

American Studies

IAmerican Studies

Anthropology !

/Anthropology

Botany

Art Education

Chemistry

/Art History

Communication

/Astronomy/Astrophysics

Creative Writing

Botany

English

Chemistry

History

Communication

International Studies

Criminal Justice

Mathematics

English Mathematics (PhD)
French Music
Gender and Women’s Studies Physics

German

Political Science

History

Psychology PhD (to include MS)

International Studies

Public Administration

Jazz Performance Spanish

Journalism Statistics

Mathematics Zoology and Physiology
Music

Music Education

Music Performance

Native American and Indigenous
Studies

Philosophy

Physics

Physiology

® The following programs were contacted but chose not to participate: Biology (undergraduate), Environmental
Geology/Geohydrology (undergraduate), Geology & Earth Sciences (undergraduate), Geology (undergraduate),
Geography (undergraduate), Music Education (graduate), and Natural Science (graduate).

10 The following programs did not receive the Assessment Survey as the Assessment Team did not receive a point of
contact: Philosophy (graduate), Geology (PhD) and Geophysics (graduate and PhD).

11 Survey started, but not completed — program did not receive a Tier Level assignment.
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Undergraduate Minor Programs
Participating

Undergraduate Program Participating

Graduate Program Participating

Political Science

Psychology

Religious Studies

Sociology'?

Spanish

Statistics

Studio Art

Theatre and Dance

\Wildlife and Fisheries Biology and
Management

Zoology

Program Tier Level Assignment (based on survey responses received)

Tier 1

Tier 2

Tier 3

IAmerican Studies (undergraduate)

IAfrican American and Diaspora
Studies (undergraduate)

Mathematics (graduate)

/American Studies (graduate)

/Anthropology (undergraduate)

Mathematics (PhD)

IAstronomy/Astrophysics
(undergraduate)

/Art Education (undergraduate)

Physiology (undergraduate)

Chemistry (undergraduate)

/Art History (undergraduate)

\Wildlife and Fisheries
Biology and Management
(undergraduate)

Chemistry (graduate)

Botany (undergraduate)

Zoology (undergraduate)

English (undergraduate)

Botany (graduate)

Zoology and Physiology
(graduate)

English (graduate)

Communication (undergraduate)

French (undergraduate)

Communication (graduate)

German (undergraduate)

Creative Writing (graduate)

Gender and Women’s Studies
(undergraduate)

Criminal Justice (undergraduate)

History (undergraduate)

Jazz Performance (undergraduate)

History (graduate)

Journalism (undergraduate)

International Studies
(undergraduate)*®

Latina/o Studies (undergraduate
minor)

International Studies (graduate)

Music (undergraduate)

12 The MA in Sociology has been on hiatus, and is scheduled for elimination; therefore, no assessment survey was

completed.

13 Two surveys were completed for this program, Tier Level results are the same (Tier 1) along with the score

(1614).
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Tier 1

Tier 2

Tier 3

Mathematics (undergraduate)

Music (graduate)

Physics (undergraduate)

Music Education (undergraduate)

Physics (graduate) Music Performance (undergraduate)
Political Science Native American and Indigenous
(undergraduate)'* Studies (undergraduate)

Political Science (graduate)

Philosophy (undergraduate)

Psychology (undergraduate)

Public Administration (graduate)

Psychology (PhD)

Religious Studies (undergraduate)

Spanish (undergraduate)

Sociology (undergraduate)

Spanish (graduate)

Statistics (undergraduate)

Statistics (graduate)

Theatre and Dance (undergraduate)

Studio Art (undergraduate)

Assessment Survey Questions & Tier Level Assignments

Undergraduate Programs®®

Questions below were selected to be weighted by Assessment Coordinators to indicate Tier Level

assignment.

Question 1: Are your student learning outcomes for your program well-defined (learner

centered, specific and measurable)?

Yes = 36 (94.7%)
No = 2 (5.3%)

14 Two surveys were completed for this program, Tier Level results are the same (Tier 1), and there was a one-point
difference in the scores (1614 vs. 1613).
15 The list of undergraduate programs also includes the Undergraduate Minor in Latina/o Studies
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Question 9: The student learning outcomes assessment culture in my program is:

Non-existent - There is | Strong - The
no culture of student department, as a

learning outf:ome whole, is working as a
assessment in the change agent for
department. student-centered,

inclusive, evidence-
based teaching.

55.3% (21) 39.4% (15)

Developing - There is a
developing culture of
student learning

outcome assessment in
the department.
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uestion 11%°: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that directly
measure students’ attainment of learning outcomes:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective

| 12

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data

Developing - Gathering of data is effective
Developing - Gathering of data is in progress
Developing - Little/limited gathering of data
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective

Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress

Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

16 The results for Q11 are based on results from Q9.
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uestion 12": Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that indirectly
measure students’ engagement, satisfaction and growth:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective

| 12

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data
Developing - Gathering of data is effective
Developing - Gathering of data is in progress
Developing - Little/limited gathering of data 12
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective
Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress

Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Question 13: Does your program consider student-learning outcomes in the assessment process?
Yes = 38 (100%)

17 The results for Q12 are based on results from Q9.
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Question 16: Select which scenario best describes what happens when your program collects

student learning outcomes data:

Data is rarely, if ever, |
analyzed. We
request help in
learning how we can
analyze our data and
use its results to

Data is sometimes
analyzed. We know more
can be done and would
like to receive ideas on
how to improve our

Data is carefully
analyzed. We
would love to
share how we

analyze our data

and any lessons

learned to help

other programs
analyze their data
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Question 17: Which statement best fits your program:

We use student learning
outcomes data analysis
results to affirm student
learning outcomes are
being achieved, inform
and guide learning
outcome changes (as
needed), and inform and
guide pedagogical
changes to enhance

We may use student
learning outcomes
data analysis results
to indicate student
learning outcomes
are being achieved,

and inform and guide
changes/improveme
nts to student

student learning (as 57,% «22» learning outcomes

needed).

(but face challenges
in doing so).

Assessment Survey Questions & Tier Level Assignments
Graduate Programs

Questions below were selected to be weighted by Assessment Coordinators to indicate Tier Level
assignment.

Question 1: Are your student learning outcomes for your program well-defined (learner
centered, specific and measurable)?

Yes = 15 (83.3%)

No =3 (16.7%)
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Question 9: The student learning outcomes assessment culture in my program is:

Non-existent - There is |
no culture of student
learning outcome
assessment in the
department.

Developing - There is a
developing culture of
student learning
outcome assessment
in the department.

50% (9)

Strong - The
department, as a
whole, is working as a
change agent for
student-centered,
inclusive, evidence-

based teaching.
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uestion 11'8: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that directly
measure students’ attainment of learning outcomes:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective | 9

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress

Strong - Little/limited gathering of data
Developing - Gathering of data is effective —‘ 1

Developing - Gathering of data is in progress 4

Developing - Little/limited gathering of data 3
Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective
Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress 1
Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

uestion 12*%: Please indicate the level at which your program is gathering data that indirectly
measure students’ engagement, satisfaction and growth:

Strong - Gathering of data is effective | 9

Strong - Gathering of data is in progress
Strong - Little/limited gathering of data

Developing - Gathering of data is effective 2
Developing - Gathering of data is in progress

w w

Developing - Little/limited gathering of data

Non-existent - Gathering of data is effective
Non-existent - Gathering of data is in progress 1
Non-existent - Little/limited gathering of data

Strong - The department, as a whole, is working as a change agent for student-centered, inclusive, evidence-based teaching.
Developing - There is a developing culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

Non-existent - There is no culture of student learning outcome assessment in the department.

18 The results for Q11 are based on results from Q9.
19 The results for Q12 are based on results from Q9.
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Question 13: Does your program consider student-learning outcomes in the assessment process?
Yes = 15 (83.3%)
No = 3 (16.7%)

Question 16: Select which scenario best describes what happens when your program collects
student learning outcomes data:

Data is rarely, if ever, Data is carefully
analyzed. We request analyzed. We
help in learning how would love to
we can analyze our share how we
data ar_1d use its results analyze our data
to improve our and any lessons
program. learned to help
other programs
analyze their data
more effectively.

Data is sometimes analyzed.
We know more can be done
and would like to receive
ideas on how to improve our
analysis and improve our
program.
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Question 17: Which statement best fits your program:

We have limited, if We may use student
any, use of student learning outcomes
learning outcomes to , data analysis results to
improve student indicate student
learning. We cannot learning outcomes are

associate any student being achieved, and
learning outcome inform and guide
changes and/or changes/improvement
pedagogical s to student learning
adjustments with outcomes (but face
assessment results. challenges in doing so).

We use student learning
outcomes data analysis
results to affirm student
learning outcomes are ( )
being achieved, inform 55'6% 10
and guide learning
outcome changes (as
needed), and inform and
guide pedagogical changes
to enhance student
learning (as needed).

Additional UW Assessment Survey Response Notes

Total number of program student learning outcomes webpages provided = 18

ECTL Assessment Assistance Requested:

1. Assistance in making program assessment processes and results more transparent — 25
(37.9%) (14 undergraduate, 1 undergraduate minor and 10 graduate)

2. Assistance in using assessment data results to affirm student learning outcomes are being
achieved and how to use them to drive student learning outcomes and/or pedagogical
changes — 3 (4.5%) (graduate)

3. Assistance in using data analysis results to affirm student learning outcomes are being
achieved and/or helping drive student learning outcomes and/or pedagogical change — 22
(33.3%) (15 undergraduate, 1 undergraduate minor and 6 graduate)

4. Assistance in creating (or improving) a student learning outcomes assessment process —
41 (62.1%) (27 undergraduate, 1 undergraduate minor and 13 graduate)

5. Help or assist your program in defining, reviewing and/or updating your student learning
outcomes — 39 (59.1%) (22 undergraduate and 17 graduate)

a. Defining student learning outcomes — 8 (12.1%) (3 undergraduate and 5 graduate)
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b. Reviewing student learning outcomes — 15 (22.7%) (8 undergraduate and 7
graduate)

c. Updating student learning outcomes — 15 (22.7%) (11 undergraduate and 4
graduate)

d. Other (Undergraduate):

I. In music, we have occasionally struggled to have common assessments
that "make sense™ for the various instruments/voices, and also found it
difficult to measure musical achievement due to the subjective nature of
the content. We would welcome some guidance with this, along with
making updates to outcomes, considering that we have music
performance, music education, and BA/music programs

ii. I'would like to have a conversation about how to make our SLOs more
relevant and meaningful in terms of diversity and inclusivity.

iii. 1don't know. I am no expert in assessment.

iv. If you have any resources on best practices, we'd appreciate taking a look.
English has several assessment experts on the faculty, so we are pretty
confident we are doing an excellent job, but we're always appreciative of
guidance.

v. We have good student learning outcomes now and review them
frequently, but we are always open to reviewing and updating them. I am
anticipating that we might bring the BA in Spanish, German and French
teaching into our department as part of the restructuring. If that happens,
we will want to review, define and update all the student learning
outcomes...we should know more by the end of the semester or over the
summer if this is going to happen.

e. Other (Graduate):

i. I'm saying that we're open to help. I'm not saying that we're actively
requesting help.

ii. There wasn't a place to add this for the BA, so | want to add it for the MA
here too: our learning outcomes for both BA and MA were on our website
for years. Recent administrative changes and web design changes have
apparently removed all that. There has been an overwhelming amount and
pace of American Studies Program errands to address program review and
administrative restructuring. We had a concerted effort to revise program
web site content in about 2018/19 and events have overtaken us. This
affects transparency of assessment activity and results, too.

iii.  Our summer MME program starts new cohorts every four years. Since we
don't have graduates every year, it's difficult to compare cohorts regularly.
In the past, we've felt that completing the reports has been like fitting a
square peg in a round hole. We have assessments in place for each cohort,
but could use some help navigating but the year-to-year data component.

iv. We have good student learning outcomes now and review them
frequently, but we are always open to reviewing and updating them. I am
anticipating that we might bring the BA in Spanish, German and French
teaching into our department as part of the restructuring. If that happens,
we will want to review, define and update all the student learning
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outcomes...we should know more by the end of the semester or over the
summer if this is going to happen.

Please briefly describe your programs utilization of and approach to student learning outcomes:

Undergraduate -

a.

b.

In addition to course level outcomes, we examine learning across 8 content domains in an
assessment test given to seniors in their capstone course.

Specific to classes and disciplines within the major. Assessment information (needs
updating) on our website: http://www.uwyo.edu/thd/about-uw-theatre-and-
dance/assessment.html

To my knowledge: Meg Skinner used to manage assessment for our department, but that
lapsed with her departure. | have inherited her records, but we are also dealing with the
matter of Meg and the Physiology side of our unit having their SLOs sorted out while the
Wildlife and Zoology degrees have not done that work (at least not updated it recently).
We also have a pretty inactive curriculum committee, and of course, everyone is happy if
*someone else* deals with assessment. :) So, while folks are invested in students, we
haven't scrutinized our assumptions about curricular and pedagogical efficacy in a while.
We track music education student success through assessments such as music education
proficiency reviews and teacher work samples. We track musical performance through a
rubric completed by applied professors, and through students' semesterly jury
performances/recitals.

The SLOs match very closely with our pedagogical practice in the dept. We annually
refine our classes/assignments/etc. to make sure we stay on track.

We have defined them, they are on our syllabus, and our course's are designed to ensure
that they are met. The senior capstone course is regularly assessed to determine how well
our major's are meeting the outcomes.

We use the student learning outcomes as a basis for how we design the courses and help
students achieve the goals set for the degree. We also have a supervisor evaluation of our
interns that we use to get feedback about whether or not our upper-level students have
met these outcomes. I will attach the supervisor evaluation form for communication
majors and have an additional page with our student learning outcomes for
communication majors. The outcomes are NOT part of what is sent to the supervisors,
but I wanted you to have both documents in the upload.

Not entirely sure what is meant by this question. The AADS program has an
undergraduate major and minor and it is for both of those degrees that | am filling out this
survey. The uploaded learning outcomes apply to both degrees.

Not entirely sure what is meant by this question, but NAIS has an undergraduate major
and minor and a graduate minor. We have learning outcomes articulated for each of these
degrees that we use for assessment. The learning outcomes for each degree are in the
uploaded document.

Not quite sure what is meant by this question. The GWST program has an undergraduate
major and minor as well as a graduate minor. It also encompasses our Queer Studies
Program which has an undergraduate minor and a graduate minor. We have learning
outcomes that we use for all of these degrees. The uploaded document contains the
learning outcomes for all of these degrees.
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k.

m.

Since the BA in Art Education is a professional degree, defined standards are through the
state board of education and through our accreditation process.

Yearly assessment of each degree. Redefining learning outcomes based on upcoming
accreditation through NASAD.

We use the method of reflective equilibrium, in which we both envision a successful
graduate of the program and reverse engineer the learning outcomes, and we consider the
actual types of learning activities we standardly use in philosophy courses and forward
engineer to the learning outcomes they accomplish.

The journalism degree is an applied program, so we want the students to learn how to do
the practical skills for the classes, but also apply critical thinking skills to solve problems
in the area that is being taught in the class. LEARNING OUTCOMES IN THE
JOURNALISM DEGREE. The following learning outcomes are expected of each student
graduating with a bachelor's degree in journalism:

a. Outcome: Students will be able to write a variety of mass media products,
including news stories, press releases, and advertising copy, following accepted
journalistic standards, including Associated Press style.

b. Outcome: Students will be able to create and design emerging media products,
including blogs, digital audio, digital video, social media, digital photography,
and multimedia.

c. Outcome: Students will understand and be able to apply relevant case law
involving journalism, the First Amendment, and other mass media issues.

Our Undergraduate Mathematics Learning Goals and Objectives specify our learning
goals for all students taking mathematics courses and then expand to additional learning
goals for students taking mathematics classes beyond those required for USP and finally
to learning goals for our mathematics majors and minors. We use these outcomes to plan
the content and assessment in our mathematics classes. In addition, we use these learning
goals to guide our departmental assessment efforts, e.g., we often pick 1-2 learning goals
per year and attempt to measure student outcomes for the associated goal and incorporate
instructional changes as needed. Our Undergraduate Mathematics Learning Goals and
Objectives have been fairly stable over the past several years. We have found them
useful in guiding instruction, and thus haven't made any large revisions. The main use of
our learning goals has been to guide and inform our departmental assessment efforts.

We define a prepared UG major as being able to do a wide variety of statistical analyses,
and to be able to report on them to both statistician colleagues as well as non-statisticians.
We assess their progress in an ongoing way through their semesters; their Senior Thesis
is when we see it all pulled together.

We have used a variety of assessment including assess