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	Goal 1: Students will understand the origins, transmission and development of common ideas across several chronologically and geographically distinct cultures of the ancient and medieval periods, and will recognize the influence of those ideas on the modern world. This goal is linked to Outcomes #1, 2, and 6.


	Outcomes
	Data Collection
	Data Analysis & Findings
	Review of Findings
	Follow-up Actions

	a) Students will demonstrate familiarity with aspects of several of the pre-modern civilizations (Greece, Rome, Byzantium, medieval Europe, and Islam) with roots in the ancient Mediterranean world.


	1). Direct method: successful completion of courses focusing on a range of civilizations.

2). Indirect method: Students were asked to assess how their knowledge of ancient and medieval cultures improved as a result of completing the CLAM major.


	1). Review of student transcripts shows they all studied two or more civilizations, though one student chose to focus intensively on medieval Europe.
2).  On a scale of 1 to 5 with 5 being the highest, two students ranked their improvement as “4” and one as “5.”
	1). and 2).  The CLAM Director reviewed student transcripts and student exit surveys at the time they applied for graduation.
	The findings indicate that no changes in this goal, outcome or assessment are necessary. Ongoing data collection will continue.

	b) Students will demonstrate knowledge of the shared classical heritage of these societies and the historical development of cultural links between them.


	Direct method: determination that CLAM-designated classes incorporate discussion of the transmission of classical heritages, and/or that students’ coursework covers a chronological range that will reveal historical development.
	Previous review of course descriptions and sample syllabi for a variety of CLAM classes indicated that a number do incorporate transmission of cultural heritages; current review of student transcripts also demonstrated that they studied a range of chronological periods.


	Course syllabi and descriptions were reviewed by the CLAM Director in 2007; new courses presented for CLAM designation are also reviewed by the CLAM Director and Advisory Committee as needed.  The CLAM Director reviewed student transcripts at the time they applied for graduation.
	The findings indicate that no changes in this goal, outcome or assessment are necessary.  Ongoing review of student transcripts will continue.

	c) Students will attain a comprehension of the long-term development of, and commonalities between, present-day cultures, that is greater than that with which they entered the program.


	Indirect method: students were asked to assess how pursuing the CLAM major improved their knowledge of how ancient and medieval cultures influenced each other and the modern world.
	One student who completed the exit survey rated the improvement of her knowledge as a “2;” the other two rated their improvement as “4” and “5.” 
	The CLAM Director assessed the student exit surveys at the time they applied for graduation.
	The findings indicate that no changes in this goal, outcome or assessment are necessary. Ongoing data collection will continue.


	Goal 2:   Students will attain the skills of analyzing historical narratives and cultural productions using the methodology of several different academic disciplines. This goal is linked to Outcome #3, which assesses primary source analysis within different disciplines, but does not require that analysis to be conducted within a research context.



	Outcomes
	Data Collection
	Data Analysis & Findings
	Review of Findings
	Follow-up Actions

	a) Students will demonstrate the ability to analyze primary sources (which may include works of the visual or performance arts as well as written texts) using several different scholarly approaches.


	1).  Direct method: incorporation of primary source assignments in CLAM courses.

2). Direct method: assessment of students’ writing samples.

3). Indirect method: students were asked to assess the improvement of their ability to analyze primary sources.
	1). Review of the syllabi of a number of CLAM-designated courses demonstrates that they include primary source analysis.

2).  Assessment of student writing samples is discussed in more depth in the next section.

3). One student ranked the improvement in his ability to analyze primary sources as a “5,” the other two as a “3.”

	1). and 3).   The CLAM Director conducted the review of the course syllabi in the fall of 2007.  The CLAM Director reviewed exit surveys at the time the students applied for graduation.

2) The CLAM Director and Advisory Committee reviewed the writing samples in May 2010.
	While one writing sample did not effectively use primary sources, we believe that the data collectively indicate that no changes are necessary at this time.  Data collection will continue.


	Goal 3: Students will conduct research, critically analyze both primary works and secondary scholarship, and incorporate the results into their own work.  This goal links to Outcome #4.

	Outcomes
	Data Collection
	Data Analysis & Findings
	Review of Findings
	Follow-up Actions

	a) Students will demonstrate the ability to define a research question, identify the primary and secondary sources appropriate to its investigation, and produce an expository work that effectively and logically integrates these sources.


	1).  Direct method: collection and review of student writing samples.

2).  Indirect method: students were asked to assess the degree to which their ability to analyze primary sources and to conduct research had improved as a result of completing the CLAM major.
	1)  Two writing samples were assessed.  Source analysis and research abilities on Sample #1 were rated as “poor” and “fair” respectively; Sample #2 was assessed as “good” and “excellent” on source analysis and research ability respectively.

2) One student, whose paper was not reviewed in this cycle, rated his improvement as “5” in both categories.  The student who wrote Sample #1 rated his improvement as “3” in both categories, while the student who wrote Sample #2 rated her improvement in primary source analysis as a “3” and the improvement of her research abilities as a “1.”  It should be noted that the student chose this option rather than “my skills did not need improvement.”
	1) The CLAM Director and Advisory Committee reviewed writing samples in May 2010.

2). The CLAM Director reviewed student surveys at the time they applied for graduation.
	A common theme in students’ exit interviews was that the CLAM major did not require them to do a great deal of research.  One challenge that we confront in addressing this issue is that the senior thesis is the only course offered directly by CLAM; we can guide what classes students take in other academic departments, but not what is offered within those classes.  The institution of the capstone experience will ensure that students write at least one research paper, and we will have more material to fruitfully assess once the capstone requirement is phased in.  Data collection will continue.


	Goal 4: Students will construct an argument and communicate and defend it effectively.  This goal is linked to Outcome #5.

	Outcomes
	Data Collection
	Data Analysis & Findings
	Review of Findings
	Follow-up Actions

	a) Students will demonstrate a satisfactory ability to build, orally or in writing, a coherent and cogent argument.


	1).  Direct method: collection and review of student writing samples.

2). Indirect method: students were asked to assess the degree to which their ability to write clearly and analytically had improved as a result of completing the CLAM major.
	1) The two writing samples were assessed for their ability to build an argument.  Sample #1 was ranked as "fair” in this category, while Sample #2 was ranked as “good/excellent.”  Both students assessed the improvement of their writing skills as “3;” a student whose thesis will be evaluated next year ranked his improvement as “5.”

	1) The CLAM Director and Advisory Committee reviewed writing samples in May 2010.

2). The CLAM Director reviewed student surveys at the time they applied for graduation.
	No follow-up action is called for at this time.  Collection of writing samples for future assessment will continue.
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