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	Course Information 

	Please provide the following information for each of the courses that are part of the curriculum for this outcome during the semester(s) of data collection: 

	Department 
	Subject Code 
	Course Number 
	Faculty Name 
	# of Students Enrolled 
	Were assessment data collected in this course? 

	Modern Languages
	FREN
	115
	Kate Douglass
	47
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	FREN
	116
	Edward Kolodziej
	33
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	GER
	116
	Frederick Schattauer
	15
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	ITAL
	115

116
	Chiara De Santi
	45
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	SPAN
	115
	Tanya Farnung
	48
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	SPAN
	115

116
	Jeanette Ellian
	78
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	SPAN
	120

121
	Juan De Urda
	39
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	SPAN
	120

121
	Carmen Rivera
	15
	Yes

	Modern Languages
	RUSS
	116
	Anton Agafonov
	10
	Yes


OVERALL RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT BASED ON FINAL ASSESSMENT GRADES

	
	Number of students
	Percentage

	Exceeds Standard
	103
	31.6

	Meets Standard
	108
	33.1

	Approaches Standard
	71
	21.8

	Does not meet Standard
	44
	13.5

	Total
	326
	100%


Total number of students enrolled in the courses: 330. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE GENERAL METHOD OF ASSESSMENT FOR BOTH LEARNING OUTCOMES (SLO 1 and SLO 2)
	Assessment of Learning

	Outcomes: 
	1) Basic proficiency in the understanding and use of a foreign language.
2Knowledge of the distinctive features of culture(s) associated with the language they are Studying.

	Assessment Method
	Given the very different nature of every language taught, it was not possible to administer a common tool for every student. After deliberation in the sub-committee and approval, it was determined that every instructor will include in the final test or project enough questions or assessment tools for the students to prove their proficiency in both learning outcomes.

We have included in this assessment every section involved in courses fulfilling the Foreign Language requirement since the 115 courses fulfill the requirements for BS students and the 115-116 sequence fulfills the requirement for BA students.

Since every instructor´s assessment details will be included below in the appendix, each one will explain how the learning outcomes were addressed in their specific courses. 

	Evaluation Process
	Describe how assessment tools were developed and implemented. 

Who evaluated the data or evidence?

How was consistency among those evaluating the data addressed?

For the reasons explained above, every instructor had freedom to create their final tests or projects as long as they assessed both learning goals properly.

They graded the tests or projects following their criteria and making sure the assessment of the learning goals was addressed. Therefore, the evaluation was made by every individual instructor and they communicated the results to the sub-committee.

Consistency was addressed by the fact that every instructor made sure their final tests or projects addressed the learning goals properly.

	Timing
	When, specifically, were data or evidence collected?

Data were collected at the end of the Spring 2013 semester. Every instructor had his/her particular time and date of collection since the final tests or the due dates for projects were not the same ones.

	Student Participation
	How many and what percentage of students participated?

How students were selected and from which courses were data collected? 

Is the sample representative of students enrolled in courses for that category?

The total number of students (from every language, course and section) that were enrolled is 330, and 326 of them actually took the tests or turned in the projects. 

We have reported data based on the overall grade on the final assessment for 100% of the students who participated (see table above this template).  Obviously, providing data for 100% of the participants gives an excellent representation of the overall proficiency reached by the students.

In order to provide data specific to the two learning outcomes, a representative sample of 40% was selected for analysis. Because language classes can be small and 20% of a small class would not be very representative, we decided that 40% was a better sample.

	Assessment results
	Student Learning Outcome 1

Exceeds Standard: 52%
Meets Standard: 27%
Approaches Standard: 9%
Does not meet Standard: 12%
Student Learning Outcome 2
Exceeds Standard: 52%
Meets Standard: 25%
Approaches Standard: 14%
Does not meet Standard: 9%


	Comparison to previous results
	Student Learning Outcome 1

Compared to the report for Academic Year 2005-2006, the percent of students who exceeded the standard has increased (from 27% to 52%); those who met the standard decreased (from 61% to 27%); those who approached the standard remained about the same (from 9.5% to 9%); and those who did not meet the standard increased (from 2.5% to 12%).
Student Learning Outcome 2
Compared to the report for Academic Year 2005-2006, the percent of students who exceeded the standard has increased (from 48% to 52%); those who met the standard decreased slightly (from 31% to 25%); those who approached the standard increased (from 8% to 14%); and those who did not meet the standard decreased (from 15% to 9%).




	Conclusions 

	What are the three most important conclusions drawn from your data about attainment of student learning outcomes within the category? 
	· Most students assessed display a very good basic proficiency in the understanding and use of the target language (79%) and excellent to good understanding of various aspects of the cultures associated with the language studied (77%). It is important to note that the students are performing equally well on both learning outcomes.
· When asked to communicate their ideas in the target language (in writing or in speaking), the students generally are able to express themselves quite well considering their beginning level. This provides convincing evidence of their language proficiency because writing and speaking are traditionally considered more difficult than the other two language skills (listening and reading).
· The majority of the students benefited from their exposure to a foreign culture through their language class, displaying a strong interest in various aspects of the culture and an understanding of the practices and products of the culture studied. However, they could work on critical thinking and connecting cultural practices and products with their related perspectives (the values and attitudes that explain these products and behaviors).

	What factors make it difficult to draw conclusions about student learning in this category? 
	· It is not always so easy to assess language and culture separately because they are so connected and interrelated. For example, in order to communicate effectively in the target language, one must understand the culture and what behavior is culturally appropriate and what behavior is not. At the same time, a culture can only be fully understood through the language.
· For some languages it takes more time to achieve a beginner proficiency level, therefore it can be difficult to compare different languages at the same level.

	What are your recommendations for improving the process of assessment of student learning in this category? 
	· Ensure that all assessments include questions that encourage critical thinking.
· Because of the variety of languages offered in the department, including those which are more challenging or less challenging to learn and those which may or may not be commonly taught in the secondary schools, it is essential to continue to develop assessments that are specific to each language and level. However, the committee must be diligent about working with the individual instructors to ensure that they are adequately assessing both learning outcomes.
· The present committee should work closely with the future committee to assist in the transition, making sure to share procedures and findings.

	What are your recommendations for improving student learning in this category? 
	· In terms of language skills, we need to make sure that we are integrating ample reinforcement and spiraling of concepts. For example, a concept may be introduced in one unit and reviewed in a second unit and revisited in a third unit at a higher level.
· We need to ensure that our explorations of culture engage students in critical thinking and require them to go beyond the products that the culture has created and beyond the practices which are common in that culture and to reflect on their related perspectives. 
·  Although many of our faculty are already doing this, another way to improve students’ learning in this category is to be more consistent about comparing the foreign culture with the native cultures of the students in the class (including the cultures of our international students). At the same time, we should be more consistent about incorporating comparisons of various cultures where the target language is spoken (for example, comparing France and Senegal).
· It is the observation of this committee that as a general rule those students who are struggling to meet the standard are the students who do not attend class, do not prepare for class, and/or do not study adequately for tests or assessments. These students seem to prioritize their other classes over their language class because it is a CCC. So, continuing on the path already initiated, we recommend that co-curricular and outreach activities continue to be organized to capture the attention of these students and enhance their interest in language learning.

	Please share any other comments the subcommittee may have. 
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