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Inventory of Educational Effectiveness Indicators (IEEI) Form
The IEEI requests brief narrative information for each degree program, for general education (if applicable), and for the institution as a whole. The IEEI provides a comprehensive overview of the institution’s assessment processes that teams, the Commission, and the institution itself may use to evaluate educational effectiveness. 

*The relevant definition of “program” as presented in the glossary of the 2013 Handbook is “a systematic, usually sequential, grouping of courses that forms a considerable part, or all, of the requirements for a degree in a major or professional field.” 

How can institutions use this exhibit? Institutions will want to be explicit about expectations for student learning and to ensure that every degree program has in place a quality assurance system for assessing, tracking, and improving the learning of its students. This exhibit can assist institutions in determining the extent to which they have assessment systems in place, and what additional components or processes they may need to develop. Institutions may draw upon or reference this document in preparing institutional reports.

Why is WSCUC interested in this information? An institution committed to student achievement and educational effectiveness will have in place a system for collecting and using evidence to set standards of student performance and to improve learning. The indicators asked for in this exhibit reflect how an institution approaches quality assurance and improvement systematically. Institutions submit the IEEI to WSCUC as follows:

· Reaffirmation and Seeking Initial Accreditation: The evaluation team will review the institution’s IEEI to help understand how comprehensively and successfully the institution addresses both the quality of its students’ learning and the quality of the learning and assessment infrastructure. Teams and institutions are encouraged to treat this exhibit as a developmental document: the institution can indicate what activities it already engages in and what remains to be done. 

· Mid-Cycle Review: Institutions submit an update of their IEEI with the Annual Report in the year of the institution’s Mid-Cycle Review as a set of indicators related to educational effectiveness and student achievement. 

· Interim Reports: Institutions submitting Interim Reports concerned with educational effectiveness submit an updated IEEI with their report when requested by the Commission. 

What 2013 Standards are addressed by this exhibit? 

The indicators listed in this exhibit collectively demonstrate an institution’s commitment to quality assurance and improvement of educational results over time (CFRs 4.1, 4.3, and 4.4). Specific standards related to academic quality and effectiveness are addressed by the IEEI as follows:

· Educational objectives are widely recognized throughout the institution, are consistent with stated purposes, and are demonstrably achieved (CFR 1.2)

· All degrees have clearly defined levels of student achievement (CFR 2.2)

· Undergraduate programs ensure the development of core competencies (CFR 2.2.a)

· Graduate programs establish clearly stated objectives (CFR 2.2.b)

· Student learning outcomes and standards of performance are clearly stated at the course, program, and, as appropriate, institutional level (CFR 2.3)

· Learning outcomes and standards of performance are developed by faculty, who take collective responsibility for establishing appropriate standards of performance and demonstrating through assessment the achievement of these standards (CFR 2.4)

· The institution demonstrates that its graduates consistently achieve its stated learning outcomes and established standards of performance (CFR 2.6)

· All programs offered by the institution undergo systematic program review, which includes analyses of student achievement of the program’s learning outcomes; retention and graduation rates; and, where appropriate, results of licensing examination and placement, and evidence from external constituencies such as employers and professional organizations (CFR 2.7). 
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Inventory of Educational Effectiveness Indicators
Note: all UC Santa Barbara programs propose and undertake assessment within a 3-year cycle. Departments are placed in one of three groups. During the first cycle, the timeline for group 1 assessments is 2015-2018; group 1 submitted progress reports in 2017. The timeline for group 2 assessments is 2016-2019; group 2 will submit progress reports in September 2018. The timeline for group 3 assessments is 2017-2020; group 3 will submit progress reports in September 2020. Group 1 will begin its second round of assessments in fall 2018; group 2 in fall 2019; group 3 in 2020, and so on. Column 5 of the table below indicates in which group each program has been placed. 

	Category
	(1)
Have formal
learning outcomes been developed?

Yes/No


	(2)
Where are these learning outcomes published
(e.g., catalog, syllabi, other materials)?

*Note: All PLOs are listed at http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue

	(3)
Other than GPA, what data / evidence are used to determine that graduates have achieved stated outcomes for the degree? (e.g., capstone course, portfolio review, licensure examination)? 
	(4)
Who interprets the evidence? 
What is the process?

*Note: All committees listed below are comprised of faculty.
	(5)
How are the findings used?
	(6)
Date of the last program review for this degree program.

	At the institutional level:
	Yes
	UC Santa Barbara’s institutional outcomes comprise General Education Program outcomes in combination with undergraduate learning outcomes. Please see the following entries
	Please see departmental summaries.
	Faculty members from departments and programs. Processes are developed and outlined in assessment plans. Template for plans can be found at http://assessment.ucsb.edu/sites/secure.lsit.ucsb.edu.ltsc.d7_assess-3/files/sitefiles/resources/Assessment%20Plan%20Template.doc
	Findings are used to make improvements at the program and institution-wide level.
	---

	For general education if an undergraduate institution:
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/ge
 and in the general catalog


	Five GE assessments have been conducted since 2012; we are in year two of a longitudinal assessment (four year) assessment. Three, including the current assessment, have involved direct assessment. Two have involved indirect evidence. The current assessment is described at http://assessment.ucsb.edu/sites/secure.lsit.ucsb.edu.ltsc.d7_assess-3/files/sitefiles/resources/Assessment%20Plan%20Template.doc. 
	Faculty members from each GE area (A-G+special subject areas) have been involved in analysis of results.
	Course-level learning outcomes and teaching has changed in two GE areas; outcomes for one area have been modified based on assessment findings; 105 courses have been removed from GE and 7 courses have been moved into different GE areas.
	---

	List each degree program:

1.Anthropology BA
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Results from a specific test items and a data analysis task administered to students in three classes over two terms (W/Sp 2020); focus is on basic skills in data management and statistical analysis; organization and analysis of qualitative and quantitative data; organization and analysis of data sets. 
	Entire faculty will interpret analysis; undergraduate program committee will recommend pedagogical improvements
	Assessment is not yet completed; findings from quiz will be used to determine ways of improving the program's 3 emphasis-specific methods programs.
	2018

(Group 3)

	2.Anthropology MA/Ph.D.


	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	M.A. exams over a two year period; focus is on generating effective/coherent arguments that contribute to understanding; develop effective speaking; and write in style consistent with prominent journals.
	Graduate committee
	Two core graduate courses have now been reorganized to emphasize connections  between the department's 3 sub-fields, involving students in discussions and  writing assignments about the crossroads of these perspectives. Considering redesign of additional core courses.
	2018

(Group 3)

	3.

Art B.A.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Writing from an upper division art course is analyzed to examine students' abilities to conceptually position artwork in social, cultural, and historical contexts by recognizing interconnections of past and current art practice, including  understanding  major figures and movements.

	Faculty teaching upper division art courses are involved in development and analysis of assessment. Results are distributed to the faculty. 
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Changes to written assignments in upper division art courses have been made to focus faculty teaching around the PLO and thus improve students' performance. Department reports that assessment has helped faculty teach and improved student writing and course grades. 
	2019

(Group 1)
[NO NEW 2019 PLAN?]

	4.

Art MFA
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Portions of MFA theses and bibliographies, along with assessments of studio practice,  to see how well students explore art production and theoretical work with an interdisciplinary perspective in a research university. 

Indirect evidence: MFA exit survey.
	Faculty serving on MFA committees design and analyze results; entire department discusses changes to curriculum. 
	No changes to the program, though most students are taking courses in other departments to supplement their topic interests—may think about how these are influencing students' research interests as they advance to candidacy.
	2019

(Group 1)

	5.Asian American Studies B.A.


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Student written responses to same text (memoir) in different courses (history and literature) to assess their ability to identify, select, and use appropriate disciplinary lenses and to describe differences in epistemic approaches.

Indirect evidence: Students  participate in focus groups and surveys about their experience in the program.
	Three faculty members are taking the lead in collecting and assessing evidence. Results and curricular changes are discussed by department. 
	The program is exploring ways to introduce more “meta” self-reflective explanations about interdisciplinarity, empiricism, and epistemology across courses.
	2019

(Group 1)

	6.Biomolecular Science and Engineering Ph.D.


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Oral component of candidacy exam is assessed to examine whether students have gained a solid foundation of core fundamental knowledge and, after a year of lab rotation and research, whether they have fluency in the literature with regard to background, methods and techniques, and critical assessment of data and data interpretation. Performance is examined using a rubric developed by faculty.
	Thesis committee members for targeted content assessment; All BMSE faculty members for general analysis of findings.
	Still waiting to  compile data from additional candidates. Initial results indicate that students' interpretation and critical assessment of data may be an area of weakness that can be addressed in the program.
	2018

(Group 3)

	7.Black Studies B.A.


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Essays and exams from upper division seminars are examined to analyze whether students have "demonstrably clear" understandings of institutionalized racism
	All faculty are involved in designing and undertaking the assessment 
	Faculty have noted a need to further support  students in memorizing specific policies that illustrate structural / institutional racism (students seem to have better memory for individual acts of racism and speak more generally about structural mechanisms).
	2018

(Group 3)

	8.Chemical Engineering B.A.

	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Term paper and lab report writing samples from courses taken across students' four year experience. Indirect evidence: Likert scale student surveys and focus groups conducted following 2nd, 3rd, and 4th year (/completion of degree). Focus of assessment  (continuing from prior) is to understand how changes made to course sequencing, specifically in technical writing instruction, affects students' experiences and how instructional activities throughout students' four years contribute to technical writing skills over time.
	Undergraduate Affairs Committee coordinates assessment with contributions from faculty members teaching relevant courses. All faculty provide input on analysis and recommendations. 
	Student performance has shown improvement over time. Program cites "significant improvements" at the bottom end of the grade distribution, which has led to a more consistent and uniformly high level of performance at present. Recommendations have been made to Undergraduate Affairs Committee to prioritize writing intervention, develop more consistent rubrics and to digitize those (in part to streamline data collection), include more modeling of writing in instruction, provide additional TA training, and continue to discuss instruction across courses.
	2019

(Group 1)

	9. Chemical Engineering Ph.D.
	
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue


	Analyzing students' research progress reports (4p) and candidacy reports (25-30p). Assessments continue to observe students' abilities to communicate their research findings to specialized and non-specialized audiences. Prior focus was on oral presentations over 5 years; current focus is on their technical writing and ability to formulate a well-crafted research story (since sub-skills of organization and ideas development showed least significant increase in students' year 1-5 oral presentations).
	Assessment coordinated by the graduate affairs committee. All faculty members participate in analyses over the span of the project; all faculty members also contribute to discussion of results and curricular changes. 
	Current assessment builds on extensive assessment initiated in 2010 that has already led to significant curriculum revision. Data from current assessment shows that students demonstrate "high competence" in skills with low rates of variability. Department cites changes to curriculum (see above) as possible/probable cause. Still see need for improvement in development of ideas and organization; department is exploring more instruction on how to construct and tell compelling research stories.  (Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	10. Chemistry and Biochemistry BA, BS


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: lab report from one course; grant proposal from another. Indirect evidence: student surveys. Focus is on students’ efforts to use library search tools and critique and incorporate appropriate biochemical literature in writing/finding and integrating scientific references. 
	Five core faculty members are coordinating assessment; assessment are conducted by faculty and TAs as part of course. Findings are analyzed and discussed by department curriculum committee. 
	Chemistry and Biochemistry curriculum maps are being updated to reflect student feedback about where they are learning specific skills in researching, reading and critiquing. Students have requested earlier exposure to these skills, specifically more practice in critiquing references; faculty are discussing ways to adjust program to meet these aims.
	2018

(Group 3)

	11.Chemistry and Biochemistry M.A., M.S., Ph.D.


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: oral presentation about research  and materials used as part of the presentation. Indirect evidence: student surveys surveys. Focus is on ability to create and convey effective oral presentations. 
	Five core faculty members are coordinating assessment; assessment is conducted during research presentations as part of graduate course. Findings are analyzed and discussed by department curriculum committee.
	Students reported that 3 courses, not listed on the curriculum map as addressing oral presenting skills, did in fact help them meet this PLO; faculty can now advise students who want more practice presenting toward taking these courses.
	2018

(Group 3)

	12. Chicana/Chicano Studies B.A.


	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: oral presentations of research conducted as part of senior projects, as well as materials associated with presentation (e.g., powerpoints). Indirect evidence: survey of students. Analysis focuses on students’ abilities to communicate research on social and/or political issue in orally (and with supporting materials). 
	Findings are shared at faculty retreats, held each September. Entire faculty consults on revisions to courses and program based on analyses.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018
	2020

(Group 2)

	13. Chicano/Chicana Studies M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Methods 

descriptions in prospecti and

methods chapters in dissertations utilizing a faculty developed rubric.

Indirect Evidence: Exit survey regarding student perspective on methods training received 
	The graduate committee, consisting of three faculty members, the department chair and the Instructors for the two methods courses.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	14. Classics B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Student presentations in capstone colloquium are analyzed to assess students’ abilities to present an effective and coherent argument orally. 
	Faculty undergraduate advisor provides assessment oversight and data collection. Results are shared with faculty at department meetings and revisions to curriculum are collectively discussed.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	15. Classics M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Translation exams (initial iteration and, when required, retakes); diagnostic assessments. Both are analyzed to determine students’ competence with sight-translation from ancient Greek to English.
	Graduate Affairs Committee provides oversight of assessment. Faculty teaching Greek develop exams; faculty teaching Latin also assist with analysis. Entire faculty discusses necessary revisions. 
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	16. Communication B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Papers and essay tests from students in upper division Communication courses, assessing student ability to apply communication theory and concepts to real-world events and problems (analyzing communicative practices messages, and effects). Pivots from prior writing-based assessment of students' abilities to read and evaluate empirical research and describe/use social science research methods.


	Department received an assessment grant for this assessment; group involved in that process has continued involvement. Entire faculty is involved in discussion of findings and implementation of any curricular changes.
	Analysis of first round of papers is completed.  New curriculum map was created based on the analysis; department identified that opportunities to conduct empirical research needed to be enhanced. Analysis indicated that transfer students needed greater assistance than students matriculating at UCSB.
	2019

(Group 1)

	17. Communication M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Short “elevator talks” in Spring quarter will be examined to assess candidates' ability to concisely describe their research and its value to non-expert audiences—specifically after the workshop preparation that department provides. This preparation is based on findings from last assessment of how program prepares students for having papers accepted for conference and publications.
	All faculty participate in annual review meetings of grad students; also meet to discuss analysis of results and determine actions based on assessment. 
	Finding that students require help to be conference-ready—e.g., with structuring, argument, literature review and research questions, analysis, writing results, selecting journals—program now offers 3 workshops on professional development, and an additional student-requested workshop focused on writing. These topics are also being introduced in the initial research methods course.
	2019

(Group 2)

	18. Comparative Literature B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Senior writing projects and presentations (in C Lit 100 and 101) evaluated using faculty developed rubric.


	The Chair and Vice Chair of the Program, and main instructors teaching the involved courses. 
	Final report due January 2020.

Progress report: 

Changes in syllabi and materials in 2 courses have been made to better align with PLOs. Acknowledged need for more literary and artistic texts beyond just theory, and more learning on the history of the discipline.
	2020

(Group 2)

	19. Comparative Literature M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Students’ papers written in CLIT210: their final papers, and their two shorter commentary papers on particular readings. Indirect Evidence: facult devleoped questionnaire in collaboration with graduate students within the framework of their doctoral colloquium, focusing on the criteria for evaluating dissertations (including the characteristics and purpose of a dissertation, and the nature of a significant contribution, etc.).
	The Assessment Committee: The Chair and Vice Chair of the Program, and main instructors teaching the involved courses
	Final report due Jan 2020.

In annual review form, self-assessment has been changed to a self-reflection where students consider what they've learned so far in relation to goals of the program. Assessing PLOs has lead to more focus on history of discipline; students practicing tools of comp lit, world lit, and translation studies.


	2020

(Group 2)

	20. Computer Engineering B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Presentations at Capstone Day (held regularly) are analyzed; these include oral presentation and written/visual materials as support. Analysis assesses the extent to which students exercise and integrate skills and knowledge to address design-oriented challenges; ability to apply knowledge from multiple disciplines; ability to communicate the motivation and results from design projects effectively. 
	CE faculty assess presentations; results analyzed and discussed by CE curriculum committee. 
	Progress report on analysis is being compiled, as of December 2019.
	2018

(Group 3)

	21. Computer Science B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	A test question focusing on context free grammars and programming that requires response and explanation is administered to students in an upper division CS course. The question indicates students’ ability to apply knowledge of computing and mathematics appropriate to CS courses.
	Undergraduate curriculum committee sets up and supervises all assessments. All faculty are involved in analysis and discussion of results; discussion is coordinated by the chair of the curriculum committee. 
	Considering revisions to the assessment exam to test for students' deeper insights, beyond rote knowledge (student performance on current exams does show ability to apply comp/math knowledge to solve comp-sci problems). 
	2018

(Group 3)

	22. Computer Science M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Artifacts from students’ Ph.D. coursework are examined with a focus on research methods and analysis. Focus is on students’ proficiency with understanding and identifying CS methodologies and proficiency with understanding and analyzing computing research guided by understanding theory, engineering practice, and relevant literature. 
	All faculty supervising Ph.D. students are involved in assessment (i.e., 3 or more per candidate); Graduate Affairs Committee compiling assessment results and coordinate discussion and action based on results. 
	More variance has been noted in PhD student performance earlier in the program than later on, so students are now being encouraged to complete all requirements (courses, TA and early research experiences) before taking MA Exams, rather than concurrently.
	2018

(Group 3)

	23. Counseling, Clinical, and School Psychology M.Ed., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Practicum evaluations and year-end reviews (qualifying exam pass rates, clinical experience, etc.) is being examined to see if students' DSKs (discipline-specific knowledge) and competence with PWCs (profession-wide competencies) are on par with APA specifications. This compliments prior assessment of students' abilities to communicate and defend findings and conclusions in written and oral formats.
	CCSP assessment committee analyzes data and conveys results to the graduate committee. Graduate committee recommends changes to entire faculty. 
	Program has recognized a need for training in (a) teaching and (b) finding/applying for research grants. Has altered teaching PLO to demonstrating knowledge of pedagogical models, to reflect limited opportunities to develop teaching skills as instructor of record. Is pursuing a standard for measuring student competence with test-based psychological assessments, and ways for students to demonstrate that competence.
	2019

(Group 1)

	24. Dynamical Neuroscience Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Description of research; abstracts submitted for conferences; manuscripts submitted for publication. Indirect evidence: survey of students about experiences with scholarly communication in the program. Evidence is analyzed to determine the extent to which students can review and cogently synthesize relevant literature, present research in conference, poster, and colloquium formats, and write in genres/language comparable to leading peer reviewed journals in the field
	All faculty of inter-departmental program will be involved in discussion of analysis and results
	Emphasizing the importance of seminar course where students give presentations to other students—practicing giving talks in a friendly setting (as students in assessment were found to assess themselves less favorably than did their advisors).
	2018

(Group 3)

	25. Earth Science B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Papers from Earth 160, which students take twice (junior and senior years) are assessed to analyze whether seniors possess the ability to write about Earth Science research at a level appropriate for beginning graduate school or an entry-level earth science job. Additionally, papers are analyzed to look for improvement from junior to senior year. Having found mixed results in prior assessment (some students communicate well, others struggle), the program is making adjustments and continuing same inquiry.
	Undergraduate committee evaluates student writing. All faculty are involved in discussion of analysis and implementation of curricular changes. 
	Faculty are fine-tuning the evaluation rubric. In addition to giving students written feedback, courses are considering providing dedicated class time to discuss the discipline's genre standards of writing clearly and economically.
	2019

(Group 1)

	26. Earth Science M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Required presentations at departmental colloquium, plus defense presentations and a post-defense survey, are analyzed to assess how many presentations students are giving, their improvement of abilities, and feelings of preparedness in presenting research in a clear, engaging, well-organized, and well-illustrated format. This is a modification of the prior assessment, after program added opportunities to develop presenting skill
	Graduate Committee coordinates assessment; all faculty discuss results and possible curricular changes.
	Department now asks students to give two shorter presentations during third/fourth year and fifth year (rather than one longer talk). Since assessment highlighted particular challenges with students pitching to a broad audience and constructing slides, the university “Grad Slam” (a 3-minute campus-wide presentation competition) has been made an official part of the curriculum map.
	2019

(Group 1)

	27. East Asian Languages and Cultural Studies B.A.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: three writing samples from third year Chinese classes; two writing samples from fourth year Chinese classes. Indirect evidence: student pre-post (class) surveys about what they find most difficiult about reading/writing Chinese. Focus of analysis is on acquisition of written Mandarin Chinese required to begin reading texts for native readers and communicate in writing in basic everyday situations. 
	Chinese language committee and instructors teaching third- and fourth-year Chinese.
	Adding a professor to teach an additional course, so there will be a full series of 4th year Chinese. Faculty & lecturer of 3rd/4th year Chinese are set to meet in Dec 2019 to discuss lessons learned from  assessment findings. 
	2018

(Group 3)

	28. East Asian Languages and Cultural Studies M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Five final papers, translations, or presentations by ABD students; all dissertations by the same students. Focus of analysis is on how well students read, cite, and translate (when appropriate) primary and secondary sources in Chinese or Japanese, classical or modern, by the time they are ABD. 
	Graduate committee and instructors of relevant seminars. Reports are presented to the faculty at large
	Preliminary data from project/paper samples indicate students gradually acquiring skills (reading, citing, translating primary texts) over first quarter of the program. Dissertations have yet to be collected.
	2018

(Group 3)

	29. Ecology, Evolution, and Marine Biology B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Student performance on lab practical questions and research paper, along with final grade distributions and a post-courses survey on lab metacognition / competency, will be compared between former course structure and a new hybridized course structure, to assess which format better serves students in learning to apply methods of scientific inquiry and implementing laboratory experiments. This compliments prior assessment on students' abilities to describe the principles of evolution and their role as a unifying concept in biology.
	EEMB Vice Chair and Academic Coordinator will oversee the assessments; findings will be shared with all department faculty.
	Prior assessment revealed  lower performance on demonstrating core knowledge from transfer students, so a number of program enrichments have been made to facilitate transition of students from partner community colleges into the EEMB program, including: sharing university course materials with community colleges and opening lines of communication with their instructors, developing online interactive learning modules in key biological science courses, including data on success factors and Transfer Student Center resources in summer orientation, and review of students after first quarter so guidance and support an be offered sooner to students in duress.
	2019
(Group 1)

	29. Ecology, Evolution, and Marine Biology Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Assessment of new aualifying Exam Model created using information from data from all EEMB graduate students and faculty collected via questionnaire. Exam focuses on effectiveness of new exam model.
	All faculty and students were be involved in the creation of the survey.  Faculty in the Graduate Affairs Committee and Planning and Oversight Committee create the rubric and assess the new model
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	30. Economics B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Specific online test at the beginning of Economics 134A. Each test topic has a bank of questions from which each student receives a random selection. Students are required to score 3 out of 4 in each section to ‘pass’. They are allowed to take the quiz as many times as necessary to earn a passing grade. Faculty capture the score on their first attempt as well as the number of times they attempt the exam before passing.
	Five faculty members have developed the test module; results examined and shared with the undergraduate curriculum committee
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	31. Economics M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Data on milestone achievement (speed students advance to candidacy, complete independent research, submit independent research to journals, and complete their dissertation). Indirect evidence: Student Survey –research training perspectives and when papers were completed/submission to conferences and journals  
	Faculty Graduate Assessment Committee
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	32. Education M.A., M.Ed.,Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: independent research projects and dissertations completed each quarter; three of each are selected for closer analysis. Indirect evidence: focus group interviews with six students (/year) who completed research projects/dissertations; faculty and student surveys about student experiences. Focus of data analysis will be on the extent to which students are prepared to conduct independent research.
	Curriculum Committee analyze all data and make recommendations to entire department. 
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	33. Electrical and Computer Engineering B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Course-specific assessments of homework, exams, and projects target learning objectives specific to those courses, on a 2-LO/year cycle. E.G., looking at circuit design, fabrication, and testing projects assess student ability to conduct experiments and analyze results regarding design-oriented challenges. 
	All faculty are involved in conducting the assessment, analyzing results, and making curricular changes.
	Undergraduate Program Director meetings with freshman / sophomore students and exit surveys of seniors have resulted in ongoing changes to the program, including the introduction of a broad overview course in ECE for incoming students and an extra offering of their basic circuits course.
	2019

(Group 1)

	34. ECE B.S./MS, Ph.D. 
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Qualifying exams are analyzed to determine the extent to which students demonstrate "significant expertise" in one or more areas of Electrical / Computer Engineering and critical analysis of technical literature in their area of specialization.
	All faculty are involved in design and execution of assessment, discussion of results, and implementation of recommendations. 
	Chairs of qualifying exam committees will continue to be consulted for completing the assessment rubrics on candidate's exams. No substantial changes planned, as assessment shows students well prepared with needed skills for success in the program.
	2019

(Group 1)

	35. English B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Final papers from Capstone course, plus a (student-selected) paper from a previous course exemplifying their “best work,” to assess students' specialized knowledge of literary-cultural criticism,  general skill in analytical research / writing, and use of English research methods (research findings as evidence in argument, argument contributing to reading of a text). 

This plan modifies prior assessment, which also included student self-assessment via question on course evaluations.
	Undergraduate committee coordinates assessment. Results are discussed among entire faculty, along with recommendations for changes to courses.
	Analysis still in process. 
	2019

(Group 1)

	36. English M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	CVs and materials submitted for conferences or publications, along with a survey of graduate students, are collected to assess students' proficiency with prevailing forms of critical writing (evidenced by inclusion in publications / conference presentations) as well as program's effectiveness in preparing students for such disciplinary engagement (e.g., which workshops and course work students perceive as most helpful). This plan continues from prior round.
	Assessment committee coordinates assessment; entire faculty will discuss results and any changes to curriculum.
	The department holds workshops on publishing, grant-writing, graduate writing skills, and non-academic jobs. They are also establishing a first-year course with guidelines for success in the profession, a course on grant-writing (now available and popular), and a small research travel fund.
	2019

(Group 1)

	37. Environmental Science and Management MESM, Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Presentations defending final master’s projects are evaluated to assess the degree to which students have defined the objective/problem, assembled appropriate data, selected and applied rigorous methods, produced results, and made logical conclusions. 
	MESM program committee (which also includes student representatives) analyzes and summarizes results. Results are presented to entire faculty, who determine necessary programmatic changes.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	38. Environmental Studies B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Specific test items based on core ES knowledge. Questions are administered to students in the major over a three-year period – initially in introductory courses, then in upper division courses. Questions focus on students’ proficiency with core knowledge and skills in ES. 
	Curriculum committee provides oversight of assessment. Planning Committee and Student Advisory Board are also consulted. Full faculty discuss results and determine changes.
	Exit surveys yet to come, but entrance surveys have reveals surprising findings about students' envi sci beliefs (e.g. human diet effects on climate, fracking's impact on modern envi movement) that can be intentionally addressed in related courses.
	2018

(Group 3)

	39. Feminist Studies B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Writing from upper division courses is examined to gauge students’ abilities to select and apply appropriate methods for researching questions in the field, and producing original proposals/papers.
	Undergraduate curriculum director/committee coordinates assessment, discussion of results, and implementation of changes.
	Data collection in process.
	2018

(Group 3)

	40. Feminist Studies M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Graduate student teaching is observed to examine the extent to which graduate students are communicating effectively in pedagogical settings. 
	Director of Graduate Studies coordinating assessment; graduate committee and full faculty are also involved in construction of rubric, discussion of results and changes.
	Assessment is not yet complete.
	2018

(Group 3)

	41. Film and Media Studies B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Assessment follows 20 first year students and 10 transfer students through major. Papers are collected from students in first required course; papers are then collected in subsequent courses in major sequence. Indirect evidence also collected via discussions with faculty serving on curriculum committee
	Undergraduate committee, Director of Undergraduate Studies, and undergraduate advisor coordinating assessment. Results are assessed by entire faculty, as are resulting changes to curriculum. 
	The assessment will be discussed in Winter 2020 at an undergraduate retreat, where it may inform the program's current push to develop assignments across new and existing courses that build on one another (e.g., the newly created 3-course pre-major for prospective students in the program).
	2018

(Group 3)

	42. Film and Media Studies M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Faculty analyze reading lists for Ph.D. exams; indirect evidence is survey of graduates. Focus of assessment is on the extent to which students rely on foreign language sources, on foreign language proficiency, and on students’ assessment of relevance of foreign language proficiency requirement for Ph.D. 
	Assessment coordinated by department graduate committee. Results discussed and changes implemented based on assessment by full department. 
	Findings are informing the department's plans to adjust the timing and characteristics of the foreign language requirement, so that it does not frustratingly impede student progress and so that it works more relevantly in concert with their research projects.
	2018

(Group 3)

	43. French and Italian B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	French: Direct evidence: final papers of all the students enrolled in the Senior Seminar. Analyzed via Rubric

Italian: Direct evidence: final papers in lower division. Analyzed via rubric
	Faculty Committee (excluding instructors who taught the courses in which papers are examined)
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	44. Geography B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	30-question (multiple-choice) assessment exam administered to assess students' abilities to (1) explain how geography integrates other sciences; (2) describe interrelationships among elements of earth systems; (3) describe the basic spatial layout of the earth; (4) identify and use basic geographic concepts; and (5) explain causes and implications of spatio-temporal interactions in biophysical and human domains. This expands on prior assessment, including beginning/non-major students as well as all majors in the program.
	Undergraduate curriculum committee is creating and analyzing assessment. All faculty are involved in discussion of results. 
	Prior analysis found marginal relationship of students' course enrollments and their performance on test items. Department is discussing causes of results and considering changes to curriculum and teaching, PLOs, and methods. 
	2019

(Group 1)

	45. Geography M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Student presentations of research at meetings, along with faculty reports of student improvement and a student focus group on where learning objectives are being addressed, are being used to analyze whether and how participation in courses improves quality of talks and posters as students advance through the program. This continues prior assessment to gather more data for conclusions.
	All faculty members involved in the assessment process. Assessment is coordinated by graduate committee. 
	To increase consistency of students give talks at conferences, while others do not, department has included a CV emphasis in its intro course, is helping students increase CV content and quality (e.g., consistent headers, listing pertinent materials), added a Research Presentation Day for 2nd year MA students, and created a web-based rubric for assessing students' presentations.
	2019

(Group 1)

	46. Germanic, Slavic, and Semitic Studies B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Participation in partner, group, and class conversations and activities; mid-quarter formal assessments; and video projects are analyzed to assess the number of students who successfully practice oral proficiency and make progress between courses. 
	Faculty teaching courses participate in the assessment. The undergraduate committee coordinates the study and discussion of findings and possible changes, 
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Analysis is still underway 
(Group 1)
	2020

(Group 2)

	47. Global and International Studies B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Test items are administered to students in specific lower and upper division courses each year. The assessment aims to understand whether students who complete introductory courses have "significantly improved knowledge" of geography, events, and institutions compared to students who have not completed introductory courses, and whether students who have taken more courses in the major have a better understanding of these elements than students who have taken fewer courses. 
	The undergraduate curriculum committee coordinates the assessment; results are discussed by the department in conjunction with discussions about curricular change.
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Preliminary results indicate that students do well in areas where their knowledge is tested in class, but less well in areas where knowledge is required through discussion. Department has implemented a new policy as a result; all required courses in the major must include graded material that requires students to keep abreast of world news.  (Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	48. Global and International Studies M.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Field briefing reports completed by M.A. students are examined to ascertain students' abilities to conduct an independent research project addressing a pressing global issue. 
	M.A. assessment committee coordinates assessment. Findings are presented to the department chair and then to the faculty for discussion and any changes. 
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Analysis is still underway 
(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	49. History B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Student written assignments from   upper division courses -- one course from each of the 3 major areas of study – that claim to practice PLOs 4-7. 
	Ad Hoc Committee of three faculty appointed by Chair
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	50. History M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: The most recent dissertation in each subfield of graduate study. The committee is also evaluating bibliographies, abstracts and 20 pp selected by the graduate student mentor that best demonstrate the students’ skill in using primary documentation. Indirect evidence: Student survey on research methods training and application
	Graduate Studies Committee (comprised of faculty)
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	51. History of Art and Architecture B.A.
	YEs
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Papers, posters, or exhibitions from students in upper division art history courses are examined to assess students' abilities to analyze an aspect of visual and spatial culture, historiography, or cultural context in textual or visual form. 


	All faculty are involved in discussion of assessment results.


	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Assessment is not yet completed. Department may require extension because it has determined revisions to PLOs are necessary. 
(Group 1) 
	2019

(Group 1)

	52. History of Art and Architecture M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Doctoral qualifying exams are assessed to determine students' understanding and expertise in a major and minor area of specialization. 
	The graduate committee coordinates the assessment; results and possible changes are discussed by department. 
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Assessment is not yet completed 
(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	53. Latin American and Iberian Studies B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Reflective essays and summary of readings from upper division course are examined to determine whether preparatory course enable students to develop and apply understanding of issues of transnational and global dynamics. 

	Four faculty that cover the range of topics in LAIS program


	Assessment Complete; final year of assessment cycle will be used to review potential changes. Proposed changes: Discuss/reformulate the PLOs considering the research strengths of the faculty that are currently active in the program and the state of art in Latin America.  Draft syllabi for the LAIS courses (10, 100, 101, 102) to ensure faculty make PLOs explicit to the students & cover them in their courses. Discuss the possibility of reshaping the undergraduate curriculum and requirements for the major in order to provide a more thorough coverage of the PLOs. 

(Group 1)
	2006 – Exempt for size of program

	54. Latin American and Iberian Studies M.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: theses of graduating MA students
	The LAIS Program Director, the professor who teaches LAIS 200 and 203. Depending on the results of the assessments of the PLO in the theses, other professors affiliated with LAIS are engaged as thesis advisors and members of committees.
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report:  Shortcomings repeatedly 

identified in the rubric are being addressed by 

strengthening the 

content of these courses (in progress) also suggesting to the students the addition of faculty members to their thesis committees.

(Group 1)
	2006 – Exempt for size of program

	55. Linguistics B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Specific exam questions in the final exam designed to assess achievement of the PLO 
	Instructors for the courses, along with the chair and a specific faculty member designed to coordinate the project
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	56. Linguistics M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Papers submitted to academic journals (accepted/not accepted or published/not published, what journal, impact of the article, etc). Indirect evidence: Student Survey regarding training associated with publication, if the article assisted them professionally, value of publishing, etc. 
	The Chair, Faculty Graduate Advisor, and faculty who are advisors for individual students 


	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	57. Marine Science M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Qualifying exams. Focus of assessment is on students’ broad knowledge of marine science. Assessment results are also examined in conjunction with course grades. 
	Assessment managed by the Marine Science curriculum committee (which is comprised of faculty from different departments who participate in this cross-departmental program). 
	Assessment is still in progress.. Results of assessment will be shared with entire faculty and potential changes discussed as a program.
	2018

(Group 3)

	58. Materials M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Preliminary Exam Outcomes (written document, oral presentation, creativity and student responses to questions) of all first-year graduate students.  Indirect Evidence: Input from faculty advisor and committee members
	Academic Affairs Committee (chaired by Departmental Grad Advisor) along with advisors overseeing students who are completing their exam
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	59. Mathematics B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Collect data from final exams connected to problem solving ability and logic.
	Undergraduate Vice Chair and all faculty who give final exams that apply to the problem-solving PLO.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	60. Mathematics M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Standardized assessment form(rubric) when students give their advancement talk and dissertation

defense
	Graduate Committee and Faculty examiners 
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	61. Mechanical Engineering B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Proficiency in Matlab assessed using specific homework scores.  Indirect Evidence: Faculty review of course syllabi and responses to questions posed in a senior focus group. 
	Undergraduate Committee and Chair
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	62. Mechanical Engineering M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Graduate Students passing the Screening Examination after a maximum of two attempts (faculty created rubric used to score the screening exam)
	Twice a year, two faculty members per each research area are identified to administer the Screening Examination. Faculty report the results of the examination to the Faculty Graduate Advisor is in charge of the final assessment.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	63. Media Arts and Technology M.A., M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: PhD theses (how specific sections serve to advance the overall thesis, conceptual clarity, contribution(s) to the field and applicability).   

Indirect Evidence: Exit surveys from all graduating PhD students (focused on program impact on ability to complete theses)
	Faculty that serve on PhD thesis committees 
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	64. Molecular, Cellular, and Developmental Biology B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Student performance on GRE exam questions relevant to the PLO are added to final exam.  The questions comprise 10-15% of the final exam. 
	Biochemistry and Molecular Biology Major Oversight Committee and the Curriculum Committee
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	65. MCDB M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: (i) research proposal as a final project in the MCDB 221 course; and (ii) the written preliminary exam research proposal. Same writing assessment rubric applied to both.
	The Graduate Program Adviser, the Graduate Program Committee (3 members), and at least two faculty with 

experience teaching


	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	66. Music B.A., B.M.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Sophomore and senior recital performances and program notes. Focus is on students’ performance, discussion and writing to demonstrate understanding of performance practices, historical perspectives and sensibilities, and stylistic considerations associated with repertoire.
	All performance faculty are involved in the assessment; results inform curriculum and performance guidelines. 
	Faculty are being encouraged to take a more assertively careful and involved role regarding the writing of program notes—as students tend to focus on the performance, so the value of these reflections needs to be emphasized.
	2018

(Group 3)

	67. Music MA, M.M., D.M., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Written qualifying exams. Focus of analysis is on students’ use of appropriate disciplinary methodologies. 
	All academic and composition faculty are involved; results will inform reconsideration of core disciplinary courses and preparation for qualifying exams.
	Assessment is still in-progress. Results not yet reported out.
	2018

(Group 3)

	68. Philosophy B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Specific exam created designed to measure the students’ ability to solve (informal) logic puzzles, construct cogent inferences from a given set of premises to a designated conclusion, and both identify and diagnose fallacious forms of reasoning.
	Faculty create the exam; overseen by Undergraduate advisor.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	69. Philosophy M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Qualifying paper, presenting and defending a particular philosophical thesis.  Indirect Evidence: Student survey (how well-prepared the students believe they are to write a passing paper).
	All faculty assist in applying the rubric to the sample of qualifying papers.  Graduate Advisor organizes faculty to assess.
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	70. Physics B.A., B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: sample of GRE questions on the final exams in the last required 

course of each upper

division sequence of courses.

(Connecting results of test with GPA)
	Curriculum Committee supervising the overall assessment program. Individual faculty 

teaching the relevant courses administering the exams with the GRE questions and compile the relevant data.
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Still gathering data.  Final report will inform how the findings are used to shape program

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	71. Physics Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: two oral presentations: at the Advancement to Candidacy 

Exam (ATC), and at the PhD Dissertation Defense (DD). Developed a 1 to 4 scale for rating several aspects of each student’s oral presentation abilities.


	Individual doctoral committees are be charged with rating students at ATC and DD exams. Ratings are compiled and maintained by the staff Graduate Advisor and reviewed and evaluated by the Departmental Curriculum Committee.
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Still gathering data.  Will have final report on how the findings are used to inform the program

(Group 1)

	2019

(Group 1)

	72. Political Science B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Assignments from a random sample of 95 political science majors; 60 have assignments from three or more courses
	Undergraduate Committee that includes the vice chair, two other faculty, the undergraduate adviser, and two graduate students. In addition, faculty 

representatives from the relevant subfields participate in discussions about curriculum revisions in their area. Recommendations are then brought to the full faculty for discussion and a vote.

	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: level of mastery is lower than expected after students have taken several upper division courses. Faculty will continue to discuss how gaps can be addressed. Strategies under consideration: providing students with additional opportunities to discuss/apply conceptual ideas in class; clarifying expectations that high-quality coursework requires synthesis and evidence-based judgments, not just recognition and summary; and creating well-articulated connections in content coverage across courses.

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	73. Political Science M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Faculty designed instrument used by lead TAs to observe TAs during their first and third quarters of teaching.  And a form that instructors complete for all their TAs at the end of each quarter. And assigned faculty mentors for Tas
	Graduate Committee, which includes both faculty and graduate students, deeply involved in the development of both the lead TA’s quantitative rating system and the newly expanded TA observation form. 
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: TA training course (originally two quarters; now 1).  Finalizing the instrument used for lead TA's to observe TA's (completed fall 2017) instrument to be included in TA training.  So far, no systemic problems in program, and that the majority of TAs acting professionally/grading fairly and appropriately

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	74. Psychological and Brain Sciences B.A., B.S.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Specific items focusing on PLOs in tests administered in upper division lab courses. Indirect evidence: map of course selections made by students to understand curricular path. Focus of assessment is on mastery of knowledge in the discipline; understanding and application of empirical research methods; development and demonstration of critical thinking skills; and competency in oral and written communication. 
	Assessment committee is responsible for data collection and analysis. Recommendations are presented to Executive Committee, and then to the entire faculty. 
	The program has overhauled its undergraduate major, and added a  research methods and lab requirement, based on findings from this and the previous assessment cycle--that department needed to increase courses focusing on oral and written communication, developmental and evolutionary psych; and that few students participated in research.
	2018

(Group 3)

	75. Psychological and Brain Sciences Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: CV and manuscripts submitted for publication; departmental presentations. Indirect evidence: open-ended and structured surveys. Focus of assessment is on students’ ability to write a journal article in the format of scholarship from the field and present work in forms appropriate for conferences, posters, and/or colloquia.
	Graduate Affairs Committee and Assessment Committee coordinating assessment. All faculty reviewing results and participate in program revisions. 
	Data collected, analysis in progress (Winter 2020). Results will be discussed with the department.
	2018

(Group 3)

	76. Religious Studies B.A.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Writing from an upper division RS class are examined to assess understandings of key trends, theoretical approaches, and department initiatives related to the study of religion. Faculty are especially interested in students' abilities to do so while making coherent arguments.
	The undergraduate curriculum committee coordinates the assessment. Results will be discussed by the entire faculty, who will also determine necessary changes to the curriculum.
	Assessment findings have yet to be analyzed and disseminated.
	2018

(Group 3)

	77. Religious Studies M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: students' Cvs and conference programs. Indirect evidence: survey of students about conference experiences, to assess professionalism in presenting research and producing competitive proposals.
	The graduate curriculum committee will conduct the assessment.
	Assessment data are still in process of being collected.
	2018

(Group 3)

	78. Sociology B.A.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Writing and other assignment artifacts from courses will be used to determine students’ understandings of core sociological concepts and ability to develop questions about relationships between individuals and groups within systems.
	Executive Committee coordinates assessment. Results will be presented to department and faculty will consider changes to curricula.
	Assessment is not yet completed.  
	2018

(Group 3)

	79. Sociology M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Written report on progress; CV; list of accepted conference submissions and publications underway/in publication. Indirect evidence: survey about paper preparation and submission experiences. Focus is on extent to which students can produce writing that meets standards of conferences and publications in the discipline. 
	Graduate Committee coordinates assessment. Findings reviewed and discussed by entire faculty.
	Assessment is not yet completed.
	2018

(Group 3)

	80. Spanish and Portuguese B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Final Exams and final composition papers (evaluated using ACTFL requirements). Indirect Evidence: Focus group with all lecturers and TAS, and tudents in upper division courses
	Language Faculty Director and three additional faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: ACTFL training has occurred for faculty.  Data has been collected.  Department using final year to evaluate data collected using ACTFL requirements

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	81. Spanish and Portuguese M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Publishable works from students as indicated in student survey
	The Graduate Advisor and 

the members of the graduate committee


	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Overall students are content with assistance provided during the 2016-2017 academic year in regards to publishing.  But some indicated they were unaware of the need to build their academic CV. Professional development for students began in 2017-2018 academic year.  This included topics like: how to write scholarly critical reviews/how to submit and write conference papers/articles, and journal editing.  A review of these seminars will be conducted at the time of final reporting. 

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	82. Statistics and Applied Probability B.A. B.S.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Questions included in a final exam (taken from the Society of Actuaries or Casualty Actuarial Society exams FM and MFE)
	Faculty comprised Assessment Committee (and those faculty who must administer the exams in their courses)
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	83. Statistics and Applied Probability M.A., M.S., Ph.D.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: PhD Qualifying Exams. Faculty have created rubrics to assess the data from the qualifying exams.  The rubrics assess whether students demonstrate sufficient knowledge of topics such as Statistical Modeling and Regressions, Statistical Inference and Hypothesis Testing, and Probability Measures and Stochastic Processes, as it relates to Advanced Statistics and Applied Probability
	The Assessment Committee:  Consists of four/five faculty

Members (includes Faculty

Graduate Advisors and

Three Qualifying exam Committee chairs.)


	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018


	2020

(Group 2)

	84. Teacher Education Program (M.Ed.)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue


	An edTPA and a Field Placement Evaluation (including a student’s actual artifacts of teaching) collected for each student. The edTPA is a comprehensive and standardized performance-based assessment of teaching. Field Placement Evaluation is an evaluation completed by Field Placement Supervisors at the end of each Student Teaching placement (2-3 placements per year depending on program).
	All Faculty in TEP are involved
	Assessment is not yet completed (group 2); progress report fall 2018
	2020

(Group 2)

	85. Technology Management M.T.M, Ph.D. 
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	MTM: Presentations on field projects are analyzed to determine the extent to which students are mastering quantitative methodologies; designing and implementing market research study; and analyzing data. Ph.D. (opened in 2017): Qualifying exams, submission of publishable research. Focus is on demonstration of knowledge of research in organizational theory, organizational behavior, technology studies, and innovation; and preparation of scholarly manuscripts
	All faculty are involved in analysis and discussion of results and implementation of curriculum changes. 
	Revised department PLO list to be shorter and more comprehensive, focusing on essential learning objectives in their offered courses. Revised curriculum map to reflect these PLOS. Created a rubric based on these revisions to assess their courses.
	2018

(Group 3)

	86. Theater and Dance B.A.
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Visual and oral presentations followed by class “talkback.” Indirect evidence: self-reports on strengths, weaknesses, and areas for improvement. Focus of assessment is on the extent to which students can analyze dramatic text and choreography and translate analysis clearly, critically, and creatively to the collaborative and design process. 
	Design faculty coordinate the assessment; results e conveyed to full department, which will discuss curricular changes. 
	Assessment is not yet completed.
	2018

(Group 3)

	87. Theater and Dance M.A., Ph.D.
	Yes


	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct evidence: Qualifying exams and dissertation prospectuses; articles submitted for publication. Indirect evidence: self-assessment survey administered at end of the year. Focus of analysis is on development of specialized knowledge via seminars, exams, prospectuses, journal articles prepared for submission, and professional activities. 
	All department faculty are involved in analysis; affiliate faculty (from other departments who work with grad students) may also be involved. 
	Assessment is not yet completed.
	2018

(Group 3)

	88. Art B.A. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Oral review of original student created art. Focus of analysis is on whether students demonstrate advanced skills in an area of specialization: conceptualize and produce original art projects, display work in an original manner, and speak and write about work with clarity. 
	All CCS Art Faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Clarifying   difference between mid-residency review and learning outcome process. Eliminating assessment of written statements (too much to assess at the same time as oral)

Working closer as a department so reviewers understand the PLO 

assessment portion of the review in conjunction with 

the oral review

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	89. Biology B.A. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Participation in Undergraduate research as represented by: Submitting an abstract to an outside research meeting and making a presentation; Submitting a manuscript for publication; publication of an accepted 

manuscript; successful submission of a grant proposal.  

Indirect Evidence: 

Student survey (senior exit survey as well as survey of all those who transfer out of the major)
	All CCS Bio Faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Moving from electronic to paper data. 

Faculty feel it is more appropriate to analyze the trajectory of individual students rather 

than analyze different groups of students at different stages. Preliminary data indicates a high percentage of 3rd

and 4th year undergrads reporting participation in research that results in giving presentations and/or publishing
(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	90. Chemistry and Biochemistry B.A., B.S. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence:

Undergraduate research in 

creative activities

(Rubric applied to all students)

Indirect Evidence: Student Survey on their perception on participating in creative research activities 
	All CCA Chem/Biochem faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: On average students are reaching the PLOs for creative activity in their junior and senior years. Preliminary data indicates students are participating successfully in creative activity before they graduate. Continuing to monitor the PLOs over time to look for ways in which they can facilitate more students to engage with research

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	91. Computing B.A. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Mid-residency review (MRR) summary of the projects students have done so far in the program, along with quarterly student advising meetings, will be used to access whether students are amassing a portfolio of creative work in computer science problem-solving.
	All CCS Computing faculty.
	The current assessment is in progress. The realization of a need for evaluating creative work in students' 3rd and 4th years of the program arose during the previous cycle of assessment; thus a new PLO was created that is the focus of this current assessment.
	2018

(Group 3)

	92. Writing and Literature B.A. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Student Portfolios. Indirect Evidence: Student Interviews. Focus is on students’ demonstration of abilities with interdisciplinary methods, theories, and practices of writing. 
	All faculty that teach in CCS Writing and Literature
	Academic year 2016-2017 was the first year of this new major. Findings have indicated the need to further articulate learning outcomes for three first-year major requirements. Faculty are in the process of creating curriculum guides to help in understanding the purpose/goals of these courses. Students expressed confusion about what it might mean to study writing or literature.  Faculty working to ensure students have the proper context/support. Committee is also developing syllabus guidelines that will help faculty develop clear and effective syllabi for these courses. 

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	93. Mathematics B.A., B.S. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Senior theses and all mathematical papers written by every graduating senior. 
	All CCS Math faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Most students in 2016/2017 were able to complete their thesis, some were not. Rename from Senior Thesis to Capstone Project. Altered the interpretation of the PLO to be about a math related creative endeavor (not just content). Also added senior thesis seminar (organizing the students projects w/faculty).  Final report to include more data on these changes 

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)

	94. Music-Composition B.A. (CCS
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Students are assessed on the basis of notational accuracy put forward in their Junior-year portfolio, submitted at the end of year 3. 
	All CCS Music faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Completed two years' worth of review. Last year is June 2018.  Then will decide if another course in notation will be needed 

(Group 1)
	2020

(Group 2)

	95. Physics B.A., B.S. (CCS)
	Yes
	http://assessment.ucsb.edu/learning-outcomes and in the general catalogue
	Direct Evidence: Jr/Sr data on final exam questions asked in conjunction with PLOs
	All CCS Physics faculty
	Final Report Due: January 2019.

Progress Report: Preliminary data - students get involved in research at least for a substantial period during their 4 years. Need to clarify "research is required". Planning to pilot requiring a public presentation for the Senior Thesis to bring CCS requirements into alignment with expectations for Senior Honors Thesis in the cognate (Physics) department 

(Group 1)
	2019

(Group 1)



