Appendix A: TEMPLATE FOR ANNUAL PROGRAM REPORT REVIEW
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B. Program Learning Outcome(S) Assessed
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Summary of Assessment Process

Instrument(s):
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ILO Assessment - Written Communication CS 671 Cybersecurity

Sampling Procedure:
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Recommendations for Program Improvement:
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Next Step(s) for Closing the Loop:



	I. SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT (suggested length of 1-2 pages)
	A. Program Learning Outcomes (PLO)
	B. Program Learning Outcome(S) Assessed List the PLO(s) assessed. Provide a brief background on your program’s history of assessing the PLO(s) (e.g., annually, first time, part of other assessments, etc.)
	Our department has been assessing PLOs in both the undergraduate and graduate program regularly. For semester conversion, it was decided that assessments would take place in the five required courses only. We will not be assessing elective courses. The five required courses include: CS 601 Advanced Algorithms, CS 611 Theory of Computation, CS 621 Operating Systems Design, CS 651 Web Systems, and CS 671 Cybersecurity.
	Results gathered in the academic 2018-2020 year are for three of these five courses: (CS 601, 611, and 671). We were unable to obtain results for CS 621 and 651 due to sections of those courses being led by lecturers who were not indicated regarding the assessment process in a timely manner. It is our intention to have results from all five courses in this coming year
	PLOs assessed include:
	CS 601 Advanced Algorithms, PLO4
	CS 611 Theory of Computation, PLO1
	CS 671 Cybersecurity, PLO6, ILO Written communication
	Department faculty develop a standard summative assessment to be given in each section of each assessed course, in addition to regular course materials specified by instructor. Initial summative assessment will be an exam with a proficiency requirement. Department faculty will also develop a grading rubric for the exam. A score of 60% proficiency will indicate that a student has met expectations for this PLO.
	Summary of Assessment Process
	Department faculty developed a standard summative assessment for each course. The assessment is in the form of a multiple choice quiz to be given in each section of each assessed course. These quizzes are deployed through Blackboard during the last week of the course. Department faculty also developed a grading rubric for each assessment. A score of 60% proficiency was chosen to indicate that a student has met expectations for a particular PLO. Prior to semester conversion our department used a similar process; however, assessments were up to each individual instructor meaning multiple sections of the same course would have different assessments. This process was improved by having one standard assessment that all instructors can access thus allowing comparison between multiple sections of the same course.
	Program Learning Outcomes:
	Next Step(s) for Closing the Loop: (recommendations to address findings, how & when)
	We will continue to monitor results of these assessments and will ensure that faculty and lecturers are informed in a timely manner regarding the assessment process.
	Other Reflections:
	The department faculty found the process of semester conversion useful in evaluating and addressing both student and curricular needs. It also allowed us an opportunity to stream line and standardize our assessment process.
	Assessment Plans for Next Year
	Summarize your assessment plans for the next year, including the PLO(s) you plan to assess, any revisions to the program assessment plan presented in your last five-year plan self-study, and any other relevant information.


