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Overview 
Department: _________________________________________________________________________________ 

Report Preparer: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Program Name and Level: _______________________________________________________________________ 

 
 

Program Assessment Question Response 
URL: Provide the URL where the 
learning outcomes (LO) can be viewed. 

 

LO Changes: Identify any changes to 
the LO and briefly describe why they 
were changed (e.g., make LO more discrete, 
align LO with findings). If no changes were 
made, please report not applicable. 

 

Strengths: What about your 
assessment process is working well? 

 

Improvements: List ways in which your 
assessment process needs to be 
improved based on student data. (A brief 
summary of changes to assessment plan can be 
reported here) 

 

For Each Learning Outcome (LO) complete questions 1, 2 and 3:    Many programs have a large number of LOs, please limit the report to no more than five. 
 

LO 1._____________________________________________________________________________________ 
1.1) Assessment Instruments: What is 
the source of the data/evidence, other 
than GPA, that is used to assess the 
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course, 
portfolio review and scoring rubric, licensure 
examination, etc.) 

 

1.2) Interpretation: Who interprets the 
evidence? (e.g., faculty, Admn. assistant, etc.).   

 

1.3) Results:  Using this year’s Findings, 
list: 
a. The conclusion(s) drawn 
b. The changes that were or will be 
made as a result of those conclusion(s) 

Conclusion: 
 
Changes: 
 

  

Jones, Mark (History)
History

Jones, Mark (History)
Mark Jones

Jones, Mark (History)
BA/BS History

Jones, Mark (History)
www.ccsu.edu/history/

Jones, Mark (History)
The learning outcomes have not changed, but a new assessment tool to measure student success in mastering the learning outcomes was approved by the History department in Fall 2017.  That assessment tool was used to assess all 300 level courses in Fall 2017 and all 400 level courses in Spring 2018.  The assessment tool can be found on the department website as well as in the appendix.

Jones, Mark (History)
We are now assessing all 300 level courses in the fall semester and 400 level courses in the  spring semester. 
Faculty participation has increased dramatically. 

Jones, Mark (History)
We need to begin to interpret the data that we collected over the last year, determine where our 
department wide teaching needs to be improved, and create a plan of action. 

Jones, Mark (History)
To critically read, think, and write about the past

Jones, Mark (History)
All faculty in 300 and 400 level classes assign a paper.  Those papers are the source of our data 
collected over the 2017-2018 academic year.  We used the new rubric (found on the department 
website). The goal is to test whether or not our students are able to consistently produce papers that 
meet the standards of historical scholarship 

Jones, Mark (History)
Faculty

Jones, Mark (History)
Students appear to struggle to write paragraphs with solid topic sentences and to quote effectively from sources
See attached overview of 300 and 400 level assessments..
 

Jones, Mark (History)
None yet.  We need to collect more data this year to see if the pattern continues.
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General Education Summary: 
1. All departments contribute to the general education foundation of CCSU students (i.e., the CCSU General Education Learning 

Objectives/Outcomes) and must submit the General Education Summary below. 
2. If your department participated in the General Education Assessment initiative (Multi-State model), complete only 

Summary questions 1) and 2) below.  
3. If your department assesses GenEd Learning Objectives/Outcomes at the department-level, complete Summary questions 

1) – 7).  Complete one Summary table for each LO assessed. 

URL for the list of CCSU Learning Objectives/Outcomes: http://ccsu.smartcatalogiq.com/en/current/Undergraduate-Graduate-Catalog/Undergraduate-General-
Education-Program 

Department: ___________________________________________________________________________________ 

General Education LO Assessed: ______________________________________________________ 

Report Preparer: ________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

General Education Questions Response 
1) 1) Courses: List course(s) and the CCSU 

General Education Learning 
Objective/Outcome with which the course is 
aligned. (These include courses across all 
schools and departments and are not limited 
only to designated GenEd Study and Skill 
Area courses.)  

 

Participation in General Education 
Assessment Initiative (Multi-State 
Collaborative model) 

Response 

2)  Our departmental faculty participated in 
the assessment of the GenEd Learning 
Objectives/Outcomes by contributing to the 
GenEd Assessment Initiative (Multi-State 
Collaborative model). Please list the 
participating faculty and General Education 
Learning Objective/Outcome(s) for which 
faculty have provided student artifacts. 

 

Participation through Department-level  
GenEd Assessment 

Response 

3) Assessment Instruments: What 
data/evidence, other than GPA, are used to 

Changes: 
 

http://ccsu.smartcatalogiq.com/en/current/Undergraduate-Graduate-Catalog/Undergraduate-General-Education-Program
http://ccsu.smartcatalogiq.com/en/current/Undergraduate-Graduate-Catalog/Undergraduate-General-Education-Program
Jones, Mark (History)
History

Jones, Mark (History)
Daniel J. Broyld

Jones, Mark (History)


Jones, Mark (History)
Please see for a list of courses:
http://ccsu.smartcatalogiq.com/en/current/Undergraduate-Graduate-Catalog/Undergraduate-General-Education-Program/Study-Area-II-Social-Sciences

Jones, Mark (History)
 

Jones, Mark (History)
To cultivate historical perspective

Jones, Mark (History)
These courses align with general education learning objective #2:
To develop global awareness, historical perspective, and appreciation of social and cultural diversity in the world. Relevant outcomes include the ability to: analyze an issue from the perspective of another cultural tradition or historical period; understand and respect cultural differences; read, write, speak, and understand a foreign language at an enhanced level.
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assess the stated CCSU General Education 
Objective/Outcome? (e.g., capstone course, 
portfolio review, licensure examination, etc.) 

4) Interpretation: Who interprets the 
evidence? (e.g., faculty, Admn. Assistant, 
etc.). 

 

5) Results: Since the most recent full report, 
list: 
a. The conclusion(s) drawn, noting strengths 
and weaknesses. 
b. The changes that were or will be made as 
a result of those conclusion(s). 

 

6) Strengths in your Assessment Process: 
List ways in which your assessment process 
is working well. 

 

7) Improvements: List ways in which 
your GenEd assessment process needs to 
improve based on student data (A brief 
summary of changes to assessment plan 
can be reported here). 

 

Interim reports: Append clearly labeled supporting data tables, organized by LO. 

Jones, Mark (History)
We use the same quiz that is appended to the 2017 report.  The goal of the quiz is to assess whether or not students have developed the skill of historical awareness (the ability to order events in proper chronological order and, thus, dis understanding of historical cause and effect) 
 

Jones, Mark (History)
The History Department’s Assessment Committee has discussed a new plan of action to streamline the questions for students to better determine the depth of their knowledge and to further challenge students to cultivate historical awareness. Depending on future results, we will consider discussing this plan with the full department.
 

Jones, Mark (History)
The students predominately scored from excellent to satisfactory; thereby, meeting our intended objectives.


Jones, Mark (History)
The faculty participation rate is now much improved—not 100% but getting there.

Jones, Mark (History)
Faculty 
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Overview 
Department: _________________________________________________________________________________ 

Report Preparer: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Program Name and Level:  

Program Assessment Question Response 
URL: Provide the URL where the 
learning outcomes (LO) can be viewed. 
LO Changes: Identify any changes to 
the LO and briefly describe why they 
were changed (e.g., make LO more discrete, 
align LO with findings). If no changes were 
made, please report not applicable. 
Strengths: What about your 
assessment process is working well? 
Improvements: List ways in which your 
assessment process needs to be 
improved based on student data. (A brief 
summary of changes to assessment plan can be 
reported here) 
For Each Learning Outcome (LO) complete questions 1, 2 and 3:    Many programs have a large number of LOs, please limit the report to no more than five. 

LO 1. To write a paper that meets professional historical standards.
1.1) Assessment Instruments: What is 
the source of the data/evidence, other 
than GPA, that is used to assess the 
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course, 
portfolio review and scoring rubric, licensure 
examination, etc.) 
1.2) Interpretation: Who interprets the 
evidence? (e.g., faculty, Admn. assistant, etc.).  
1.3) Results:  Using this year’s Findings, 
list: 
a. The conclusion(s) drawn
b. The changes that were or will be
made as a result of those conclusion(s)

Conclusion: None yet

Changes: N/A

History

Harold Vedeler

DA in History

www.ccsu.edu/history/

No changes to learning outcomes.

We continue to assess Graduate level classes with a focus on identifying strengths in course outcomes.

Certain questions noted areas where no assessment of that type was done. We need to consider whether 
these questions are relevant to our intended learning outcomes, and whether we need to modify the 
assessment process to include or exclude them.

All graduate classes assign papers and work with primary sources, whether in translation or in the original 
languages. dhis ensures that students acquire skill in interpreting documents to do historical 
reconstruction. /t also ensures a stress on analytical thinking which can be applied in postͲgraduate 
activities.

Evidence is interpreted by the appropriate faculty member, reflecting their area and chronological period
of expertise.
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Overview 
Department: _________________________________________________________________________________ 

Report Preparer: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Program Name and Level:  

Program Assessment Question Response 
URL: Provide the URL where the 
learning outcomes (LO) can be viewed. 
LO Changes: Identify any changes to 
the LO and briefly describe why they 
were changed (e.g., make LO more discrete, 
align LO with findings). If no changes were 
made, please report not applicable. 
Strengths: What about your 
assessment process is working well? 
Improvements: List ways in which your 
assessment process needs to be 
improved based on student data. (A brief 
summary of changes to assessment plan can be 
reported here) 
For Each Learning Outcome (LO) complete questions 1, 2 and 3:    Many programs have a large number of LOs, please limit the report to no more than five. 

LO 1. dŽ ǁƌŝƚĞ Ă ƉĂƉĞƌ or undertake a project ƚŚĂƚ meets professional standards in the Public History field.
1.1) Assessment Instruments: What is 
the source of the data/evidence, other 
than GPA, that is used to assess the 
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course, 
portfolio review and scoring rubric, licensure 
examination, etc.) 
1.2) Interpretation: Who interprets the 
evidence? (e.g., faculty, Admn. assistant, etc.).  
1.3) Results:  Using this year’s Findings, 
list: 
a. The conclusion(s) drawn
b. The changes that were or will be
made as a result of those conclusion(s)

Conclusion: None yet

Changes: N/A

,ŝƐtoƌy

,ĂƌoůĚ seĚeůeƌ

DA ŝn Public ,ŝƐtoƌy

ǁǁǁ͘ĐĐƐƵ͘eĚƵ/ŚŝƐtoƌy/

No ĐŚĂnŐeƐ to ůeĂƌnŝnŐ oƵtĐoŵeƐ͘

te ĐontŝnƵe to ĂƐƐeƐƐ 'ƌĂĚƵĂte ůeǀeů ĐůĂƐƐeƐ ǁŝtŚ Ă ĨoĐƵƐ on ŝĚentŝĨyŝnŐ ƐtƌenŐtŚƐ ŝn ĐoƵƌƐe oƵtĐoŵeƐ͘

�eƌtĂŝn ƋƵeƐtŝonƐ noteĚ ĂƌeĂƐ ǁŚeƌe no ĂƐƐeƐƐŵent oĨ tŚĂt tyƉe ǁĂƐ Ěone͘ te neeĚ to ĐonƐŝĚeƌ ǁŚetŚeƌ 
tŚeƐe ƋƵeƐtŝonƐ Ăƌe ƌeůeǀĂnt to oƵƌ ŝntenĚeĚ ůeĂƌnŝnŐ oƵtĐoŵeƐ͕ ĂnĚ ǁŚetŚeƌ ǁe neeĚ to ŵoĚŝĨy tŚe 
ĂƐƐeƐƐŵent ƉƌoĐeƐƐ to ŝnĐůƵĚe oƌ eǆĐůƵĚe tŚeŵ͘

Aůů faculty in 500 level MA (Public History) courses assign a research paper or project. Those papers or projects 
will be the sources of data. The rubric found in Appendix D will be will be used as a guide to develop a Public 
History assessment rubric. The goal is to test whether or not our students are able to consistently produce 
papers or projects that reach the expectations of professional scholarship in the field f Public History. If they are 
not reaching that level, we will need to further discuss changes to graduate level pedegogy in Public History.

�ǀŝĚenĐe ŝƐ ŝnteƌƉƌeteĚ ďy tŚe ĂƉƉƌoƉƌŝĂte ĨĂĐƵůty ŵeŵďeƌ͕ ƌeĨůeĐtŝnŐ tŚeŝƌ ĂƌeĂ ĂnĚ ĐŚƌonoůoŐŝĐĂů ƉeƌŝoĚ
oĨ eǆƉeƌtŝƐe͘
































