SAINT LOUIS UNIVERSITY.

Program-Level Assessment: Annual Report

Program Name (no acronyms): Computer Information Department:

Systems

Degree or Certificate Level: BS Program College/School: Professional Studies
Date (Month/Year): July 2023 Assessment Contact: John Buerck

In what year was the data upon which this report is based collected? 2022-20223
In what year was the program’s assessment plan most recently reviewed/updated? 2023

Is this program accredited by an external program/disciplinary/specialized accrediting organization or subject to
state/licensure requirements? No

If yes, please share how this affects the program’s assessment process (e.g., number of learning outcomes assessed,
mandated exams or other assessment methods, schedule or timing of assessment, etc.): N/A

1. Student Learning Outcomes
Which of the program’s student learning outcomes were assessed in this annual assessment cycle? (Please provide
the complete list of the program’s learning outcome statements and bold the SLOs assessed in this cycle.)

LO 3 = Communicate effectively with a range of audiences about technical information.
LO4 = Make informed judgments in computing practices based on legal and ethical principles.

2. Assessment Methods: Artifacts of Student Learning
Which artifacts of student learning were used to determine if students achieved the outcome(s)? Please describe
the artifacts in detail, identify the course(s) in which they were collected, and if they are from program
majors/graduates and/or other students. Clarify if any such courses were offered a) online, b) at the Madrid campus,
or c) at any other off-campus location.

LO3

CIS1375 — Final Project
CIS2300 — Final Project
CIS2850 — Final Project
CIS4100 — Final Project
CIS4800 — Final Project

LO4

CIS1375 — Final Project
CIS2300 - Final Project
CIS3150 - Final Project
CIS4100 - Final Project
CIS4800 — Final Project
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3. Assessment Methods: Evaluation Process
What process was used to evaluate the artifacts of student learning, and by whom? Please identify the tools(s) (e.g.,
a rubric) used in the process and include them in/with this report document (please do not just refer to the
assessment plan).

Instructors have outcomes set up and added to their artifact rubric vis Canvas outcomes. At the end of their courses,
a Canvas Outcomes report was run to collect data about student performance and artifacts used to assess learning
outcomes. Data was used to analyze and make changes as needed to assessment of learning outcomes.

4. Data/Results
What were the results of the assessment of the learning outcome(s)? Please be specific. Does achievement differ by
teaching modality (e.g., online vs. face-to-face) or on-ground location (e.g., STL campus, Madrid campus, other off-
campus site)?

The Canvas outcomes reported that many of the artifacts had properly assessed student learning outcomes for their
specific courses, but some minor adjustments might be needed; which will be explained further in section 5 of this
report. Most instructors used final projects as their assessment tool and felt it was appropriate for the type of
students in these classes.

More specifically, we found the following for each LO:

LO 3 — 139 total artifacts assessed
e Meets Standard - Student shows ability to demonstration knowledge of — 70 students met this level
e Approaches Standard - Student shows ability to demonstration knowledge of — 22 students met this level
e Does Not Meet Standard - Student does not demonstrate knowledge of — 6 students met this level
e Did not report =41

LO 4 — 51 total artifacts assessed

Meets Standard - Student shows ability to demonstration knowledge — 32 students met this level
Approaches Standard - Student shows ability to demonstration knowledge of — 2 students met this level
Does Not Meet Standard - Student does not demonstrate knowledge of — 0 students met this level

Did not report =17

**All courses were taught online, so there is no difference in teaching modality to note**

5. Findings: Interpretations & Conclusions
What have you learned from these results? What does the data tell you? Address both a) learning gaps and possible
curricular or pedagogical remedies, and b) strengths of curriculum and pedagogy.
As discussed in section 4, the data has largely supported that the learning outcomes have been supported by
the artifacts chosen. With this said, faculty are not all reporting assessment data in Canvas. This has prompted
administration to reflect with all faculty directors in SPS to come up with a school wide plan moving forward.

Solution summary = Dr. Matt Grawitch is in the process of developing a school wide assessment tool that will
be implemented in fall of 2023. This new assessment tool will more strictly monitored by program directors.

6. Closing the Loop: Dissemination and Use of Current Assessment Findings
A. When and how did your program faculty share and discuss the results and findings from this cycle of assessment?
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An ad-hoc discussion around course delivery and evaluation was had with selected CIS adjunct faculty. As an
outcome, all agreed that the program is delivering an applied and up-to-date program of study to the students.

It was, however, stressed that all faculty will need to report tangible data this coming year to support our

discussion.

B. How specifically have you decided to use these findings to improve teaching and learning in your program? For
example, perhaps you’ve initiated one or more of the following:

Changes to the e Course content e Course sequence
Curriculum or e Teaching techniques e New courses
Pedagogies e Improvements in technology e Deletion of courses

e Prerequisites Changes in frequency or scheduling of course offerings

Changes to the Student learning outcomes e Evaluation tools (e.g., rubrics)
Assessment Plan o Artifacts of student learning Data collection methods
Evaluation process Frequency of data collection

Please describe the actions you are taking as a result of these findings.
At this time, there are no changes to the program.

If no changes are being made, please explain why.
The CIS BS program is scheduled to go through a program review starting in the fall of 2023.

7. Closing the Loop: Review of Previous Assessment Findings and Changes
A. What is at least one change your program has implemented in recent years as a result of previous assessment
data?
Over the past two years, Dr. Joe Lyons has stepped in as the Interim Director of the CIS program as | was
moved to Interim Dean in the school. Because of this interim role, no real changes were implemented.

B. How has the change/have these changes identified in 7A been assessed?
Please see the response to 7A.

C. What were the findings of the assessment?
N/A

D. How do you plan to (continue to) use this information moving forward?
New Assessment / Data Collection Method: Dr. Matt Grawitch is in the process of developing a school wide
assessment tool that will be implemented in fall of 2023. This new assessment tool will more strictly
monitored by program directors.

IMPORTANT: Please submit any assessment tools (e.g., artifact prompts, rubrics) with this report as separate
attachments or copied and pasted/appended into this Word document. Please do not just refer to the assessment
plan; the report should serve as a stand-alone document. Thank you.
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CIS1375 Final Project Rubric

CI51300 Final Project Rubric % QLT
‘¥ou've already rated students with this rubric. Any major changes could affect their assessment results.
Criteria Ratings Pts
HTMLtag 2pts 1pts 0pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
s
Tag used correctly. Tag used incorrectly Missing "
Header bar tag 2pts 1pts opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
pts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing
Title tag 2pts 1pts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 2
pts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing
Body tag 2pts 1pts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
s
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing P
Paragraph tag 2pts 1pts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
s
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing P
Single-spaced retum tag 2pts 1pts opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
pts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing
Horizontal rule tag 2pts 1pts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 2 pt
pts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing
Heading tsg 2 pts 1pts 0pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 2 pt:
s
Tag used correctly. Tag used incormectly Missing 4
Bold text tag 2pts 1pts 0 pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 2
ts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incorrectly Missing "
talic text tag 2 pts 1pts 0 pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
pts
Tag used correctly Tag used incorrectly. Missing
2pts 1pts 0pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations -
pts
Tag used carrectly Tag used incorrectly. Missing
Link tag 2pts 1pts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 2
ts
Tag used correctly. Tag used incorrectly. Missing "
Colars 4 pte 2pts 0pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations. i
s
Two or more additional text or background colors used One additional text or background color used. Black text anly. "
Mediz Apts 2pts 0pts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 4ot
pts
Relevant media properly embedded Media has na relevance to tapic or has nat been properly embedded. No media.
Theme 10 pts Spts Opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 10 ote
p
HTML document submitted with 2 coherent theme, relevant to wisdam ar a tapic covered in this class. HTML dacument lacks a coherent theme relevant to coursewark Incorrect dacument submitted
Polished product apts apts opts
Excellent Needs Improvement Below Expectations 8
pts

@cissol
An ability to snalyze 2 problem, and to identify and define the
computing requirements appropriste to its solution.

theeshoid: 58t

Polished product is free of grammatical, spelling, and typographical errors.

5 pts

Meets Standard - Considers the various options to utilize in solving 2 problem,
and choose the most appropriate ane and justify its selection.

CI1S2300 Final Project Rubric

Ipts

Approaches Standard - Selects an appropriate solution to 2 problem,

Typographical errars are distr:

Opts

verify i and evaluate it

Multiple stylistic errars.
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Does Not Meet Standard - Considers the various options to utilize in solving a
problem, and choose the most appropriate one and justify its selection.

Total Points: 50
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CI52300 Final Project Rubric (1) (1)

You've already rated students with this rubric. Any major changes could affect their assessment results.

Criteria

Titles and Headings

Cell Formatting

Part 1 Formulas

Salver

Part 1 Analysis

Part 2 Formulas

Charts.

Part 2 Analysis

Finishing Touches

@553
An ability to communicate effectively with 2 range of
audiences shout technical information

threshoid: 50 pts

CI1S2850 Final Exam

Sto>40pts
Excellent

Appropriate titles created, merged and centered. Non-default font color applied to all titles and headings

1010 »9.0 pis
Excellent

MNon-standard font and font size used throughout. Appropriate number/text formatting applied. Fill colors applied to designated cells.

1010 9.0 pis
Excellent

Correct formulas entered, as directed,

1010 9.0 pis
Excellent

9to>4.0pts
Needs Improvement

Mast farmulas entered correctly.

Objective cell, changing cells, and constraints correctly entered into Solver. Answer Report sheet created

15 o >14.0 pts
Excellent

Clear, detailed description of the problem and recommended solution, written in complete sentences using proper

1010 »9.0 pis
Excellent

Totals and averages correctly calculsted and labeled. Conditional formatting rules (data bars or color scales) correctly applied

15 to >14.0 pts
Excellent

Sparkline. pie chart, and clustered column chart created with appropriste data labels, legends, and titles.

15 to >14.0 pts
Excellent

Determination of which store should be closed is clearly written in complete sentences, using proper English grammar znd spelling. and supported by the data,

Additional data needed for further analysis is explained.

1010 >9.0 pis
Excellent

AutoFit applied to columns. Cover sheet provided with student name, course name, and date. Image inserted onto cover sheet. Al sheets named appropriately with sheet tsbs

colored. Workbaak marked Final,

5pts

14t0>70pts
Needs Improvement

apts

Meets Standard -
and consistent with the supporting material.

technical intor

and consistent. but without supporting material.

This course uses the Pearson StatCrunch tool for the final exam.

CI1S3150 Final Project Rubric

CI53150 Final Case Study Rubric

You've already rated students with this rubric. Any major changes could affect their assessment results.

Criteria

SFNO Process 10t0>2.0 pts

Excellent

Complete SFNO analysis applied to the case

Character Anzlysis 104050 pts

Excellent

9ta=40pts
Needs Improvement

All 5 characters are examined using facts from the case.

Summary Spts
Excellent

Summary clearly explsins student opinion of the cutcome based on facts from the case.

Clarity Spts
Excellent

25pts

Ratings

SFNO analysis contains minor omissions or emors.

9 ta>4.0pts
MNeeds Improvement

Examines most characters using facts from the case.

25pts

Needs Improvement

Summary is incomplete.

Needs Improvement

Opinions and ideas cleariy stated. No errors with writing style or mechanics.

deas are clearly stated

ish grammar and spelling.

Standard - Student communicates technical information clearly

but grammar, spelling, and./or punctuation errors are distracting.

4t0-20pts
Needs Improvement

Most title/heading edits made.

Fio>4.0pts
Needs Improvement

Most cell formatting applied as directed.

410 >0pts
Below Expectations

Few formulas entered correctly.

2to >0 pis
Below Expectations

Few edits made to titles and headings.

4t0-0pts
Below Expectations

Fow cells formatted as directed

710 >4.0pts 4t0-0pts

Needs Improvement

Most Salver values correctly entered.

14 t0 >7.0 pts
Needs Improvement

9 to »4.0 pis
Needs Improvement

Totals and/or averages calculated

Most charts created correctly with appropriste labels. legends. and titles.

Analysis is missing key elements or lacks clarity.

Below Expectations

Few Solver values comectly entered.

7to20pts
Below Expectations

4ta>0pts
Below Expectations

Formulas are incorrect or missing

Tto>Dpts
Below Expectations

Charts are missing or incomplete.

1410 »7.0 pts 7 1o *0pts
Needs Improvement Below Expectations
Decision is indicsted but the analysis lacks nsu t prablem
depth or clarity. analysis.

9to>4.0 pts 41020 pts

Needs Below

applicd

Opts

Most finishing touches

Few finishing touches
applicd.

Does Not Meet Standard - Student does not communicate technical information

clearly and consistent with the supparting material.

4t0:0pts
Below Expectations

SFNO analysis contains major omissions or errors.

4ta>0pts
Below Expectations

Insufficient problem analysis.

5pts

10 pts

10 pts

10 pts

10 pts

10 pts

Total Points: 100

Examines few characters in detail

Opts

Below Expectations

Summary is missing or inconsistent with the facts of the case,

Opts
Below Expectations

Difficult to understand due to grammar, spelling, and/or writing style

10 pts

10 pts

e
k=l
o

e
T
@

Total Points: 30
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CI1S4100 Final Project Rubric

Final Exam &+

This exam consists of 25 true false and multiple choice questions to test your comprehension of the material from the course.

C1S4800 Final Project Rubric

Capstone Project Paper Submission a*

The Paper - We feave bean tone Project Paper ka2 7 and ot secton called
iy part faefore Refevecez).
e . Lastiams Capeione_Reporpil.
peris Wednesdsy,
Y
Poines 40

Submitting a file upicad

oue For Available from Unsit
Ney 10 Everyone
Canstane Project Report Rubric. NAw
Criteria Botiogs P
Proiem sncmest Dpes B 1ope sp
Exiary Protcient 9 Hovke
P— fr— — — W
sticoce acionbenchclucs et acnce worbercheinies o —— [T ——
[r— 2505 150 100 s
By Proscient Comgerem: Novier
5t
methosolony.nocds Lnaerancion ot
i idenifes 3 colaton ht & pproprie and e el bl ol o hat g e fko st dovcopec. I 2 o e  solion b 5 o et e computi concets rbted o theprotiem.
Froposed Sk 20065 s 1058 so
By . Compesens s
Fats o e 2t
devogmess. e o = =
@csaot . . o
compulin equremcris opropat ot okdion
@ossioz son - .
[
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FET™ . T ops
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@osaos - . o
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@cssios son . s
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Total Poine 60
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