Student Learning Assessment Program

Response to Summary Form

Undergraduate Programs 2006
Department:  Physics

	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, Engineering, B.S.;  B.S. Physics, Applied Physics option; B.S. Physics, Radiation Physics option; Physics, teacher certification
	The objectives describe student behaviors and are programmatic and measurable.


	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 2-3, Engineering; B.S. Physics; B.S. Physics, Applied Physics option; B.S. Physics, Radiation Physics option;  Physics minor; Physics, teacher certification; 


	You have a good mix of direct and indirect measures on all your plans.  It is clear that the 3-person assessment committee has been busy working on the plan this AY and their work shows.  All of these plans should work very well for assessing student learning.  You are using multiple measures at various points throughout the program, and you have developed a rubric to use with lab exercises to help you compare data over time.  These measures along with the Major Field Test should tell you a great deal about student learning in physics—whatever option the students are pursuing. The exit interview should provide good information in addition to the direct measures.  It would be a good idea to use the exit interviews to help you understand/explain data from direct measures.  In Part Two you indicate an interest in learning more about students’ math abilities and courses taken.  You may want to consider looking at students’ transcripts to determine what math courses they have taken and then you can see if there are any differences in data with your other direct measures.  Or, you may want to develop a math test to supplement the ETS test if math ability is a concern, or the problem-solving option you have indicated in Part Three.  Does the lab rubric assess technical writing as well as lab work?  Do you have any objectives for the teacher certification students that involve the teaching of physics?  You may want to think about that and how you could gather that data.  I know that there may be data in Live Text that you could access.

	Expectations
	Level 2, Engineering; B.S. Physics; B.S. Physics, Applied Physics option; B.S. Physics, Radiation Physics option; Minor Physics; Physics, teacher certification
	You may want to be a bit more specific in your expectations for exams—especially for the pre- and post- measures.  How many students do you expect at what level at the time they take the pre-test and what levels do you expect to see after completion of the coursework.  The expectations for indirect measures and the labs are clear.  Given the special nature of the engineering program, completion rates and matriculation to UICU makes sense.

	Results
	Level 2, Engineering; B.S. Physics; B.S. Physics, Applied Physics option; B.S. Physics, Radiation Physics option; Physics, teacher certification; Minor Physics
	This column shows the progress that has been made this year.  You have results for many of your measures—especially the direct data.  I assume that since you developed your lab rubric in AY06 that you will begin collecting data in Fall 2006 for that measure.  The engineering program should be proud of the graduation results of its graduates.


	How Results Will be Used
	Level 2, Engineering, B.S;  B.S. Physics; B.S. Physics, Applied Physics option; B.S. Physics, Radiation Physics option

	The assessment committee has made good improvements on the plans in Physics.  The feedback loop appears to be working as the committee and other faculty discuss options and data.


* Levels should not be interpreted as grades or scores; they are stages of implementation based on patterns of characteristics described by North Central Association/Higher Learning Commission.  These levels are approximations based on the information provided in the summaries.  Please refer to the checklist on the assessment web site (� HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess" ��www.eiu.edu/~assess�) for the Primary Traits listed for each level.





