Program Assessment Report

	
22/23  Program Assessment Report                                                                                 BASELINE YEAR

	
	Use computer-aided drafting or design tools to prepare graphical representations of electromechanical systems.
	Use circuit analysis, analog and digital electronics, basic instrumentation, and computers to aid in the characterization, analysis, and troubleshooting of electromechanical systems
	Use statics, dynamics (or applied mechanics), strength of materials, engineering materials, engineering standards, and manufacturing processes to aid in the characterization, analysis, troubleshooting of electromechanical systems.
	
	

	 Course:  ENRD 2150
Assessment:   Final Grade
Benchmark:    Grade of C or better
Faculty   J. Jamieson, M. Hanning, S. Vanga

	Fa2022: N=8. 7 out of 8 met benchmark.
Sp2023: N=50. 46 out of 50 met benchmark. Overall, 92% met the benchmark in Spring.
	
	
	
	Overall, 91.4% of students met the benchmark indicating a good understanding of the principals of modeling software for those students.  This assessment is a good indicator for electrical and mechanical design software.  One point of note: This assessment does not differentiate which students are MTOM, MET, and IET.  All programs share these sections.  Therefore, this data is skewed by other majors.

	Course:  ELET 2450
Assessment:   Motor Control Lab/Assignment
Benchmark:    Grade of C or better
Faculty   Jonathan DeWitt/Brian Baldridge
	
	1 Section Sp 2023 (40)
40: N=1. 1 out of 1 (100%) met benchmark.
	
	
	This was assessed in a motor control lab/project within the Electronics course where the students will model the motor system in Multisim and then physically build the circuit to complete the lab comparing measured values against modeled Multisim values.
The lab was done in two parts each being 10 points. So, in order to meet the benchmark students had to attempt both parts.  The results show a firm grasp of the material for those students who attempted the whole assignment (every single student in this case).

	Course:  MECT2440
Assessment:   Final Grade
Benchmark:    Grade of C or better
Faculty   Mike Beebe, T. Hess

	
	
	Sp2023 N=29. 25 out of 29 (86.2%) met benchmark.
	
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Overall, 86.2% of students achieved the benchmark when the course normally runs indicating a good grasp of the fundamentals of design.  The data was also provided for C- or better instead of C or better.  27/29 met the C- or better benchmark (93.1%) which indicates several students are borderline for the C benchmark.
One point of note: This assessment does not differentiate which students are MET and IET.  Both programs share these sections.  Therefore, this data is skewed by other majors.





Reflection question to help you write your comment narrative and choose your benchmarks

BASIC PARAMTERS:
· Your benchmarks should coincide with benchmarks for any external agency you need to report to. DO NOT do double work. 
· This first year we are only using two variables- your benchmark and  % of students that met the benchmark.  If you prefer your benchmark as a number (74% or higher vs. C or higher) obviously you are free to do that. Again, ESPECIALLY if your external accreditor has that benchmark. 
· Each faculty member should assess at least one program outcome. 
· First year of this you can use 1 assignment in 1 class to measure the outcome if you are allowed to do that from your accrediting agency. 
· Subsequent years you will want to use the same assignment across multiple sections to get your numbers up to a data reliable level. 

REFLECTION QUESTIONS: These are only given to help you to reflect, not for you to answer necessarily. 
 
1. Does my accreditor need different benchmark numbers?  SEE parameters above  
2. Is there anything unusual about this batch of students I used for the assessment?  Example given above * for PSYC 2010 was actually experienced by a faculty member. Most of the students in a particular human growth and development section on quarters had taken the A & P sequence. It was a fluke; the success rates for the class were through the roof. 
3. Do I see a trend on this particular outcome from the previous year? (this is assumed this form will be used in subsequent years) 
4. In relation to question above - what did I do differently this year? 
5. Is this an introduction class to our program- does that have any impact on success rates? 
6. Was the sample size too small?  Was it a bad night and all the good students stayed home? (Probably not, but this type of creative brainstorming actually helps us to see patterns that are right in front of our faces that we discount because of their simplicity. 





2. Teach


3. Assess


4. Revise


1. Plan



2. Teach


3. Assess


4. Revise


1. Plan


1
2
