Periodic Report on Program Assessment of Student Learning

Academic year: 2013-2014
Department/Program:  Civil Engineering
Degree program(s):	Construction Management
Person(s) preparing report:	Mark Russell, Undergraduate Coordinator
Date submitted:	1 October 2014

1. Describe the actions and/or plan revisions that were implemented during this reporting period in response to the previous period’s assessment results.
a. Increased emphasis on communication within all courses.
b. Submitted course revisions to allow students to take either ECON 105 Macroeconomics or ECON 106 Microeconomics
c. Submitted program change to require seniors to take the AIC exam prior to graduation.
d. Changed the requirement for CE 495 Construction Internship to include more report writing and employer evaluations.

2. a)  List the student learning outcomes (SLOs) that were assessed during this reporting period. If the assessment was performed in a way that is different from that described in your approved assessment plan, please describe the reasons for this and how the assessment was performed.
a. All of the ACCE required topical contents were evaluated in each of the applicable classes as Student Learning Outcomes in accordance with our SLO to course matrix.
b. Results from the TK20 program are attached.

b)  Describe any developmental work that was done on your assessment plan, including developing new SLOs, creating new measurement methods, or amending your assessment plan.  
a. The format and details of the SLO program were added to the University’s TK20 program for tracking of SLO’s and providing a consistent report.
b. The templates requested by the University were used to replace the self generated forms.

c)  Describe the results of the assessment. What did you learn about strengths and weaknesses of student learning in your program? 
a. Individual instructors recognized numerous areas where there courses required modifications to improve student comprehension of topical areas.
b. Adjustments were needed in the teaching of classes to encourage more permanent faculty instead of adjuncts to cover the entry level courses.
c. Conflicts arose with CNM when the remaining two courses (CE 171 and CE 279) were taught at UNM that had been traditionally taught at CNM.  Following discussions with the CNM staff, it was agreed that they would teach these courses every other year.  However, it was emphasized that they would use the curriculum that we had developed to be in compliance with our ACCE requirements.  

3. Summarize the faculty discussion of the assessment data.  Describe any actions, program revisions, or assessment procedure revisions that were recommended by the faculty.  If the faculty review was performed in a way that is different from that described in your approved assessment plan, describe the reasons for this and how the faculty review was performed.
a. Civil Engineering and Construction Advisory boards had a co-meeting on 22 November to discuss the findings of the 2012-2013 Quality and Academic Assessment plans.  
b. Monthly Faculty meetings from January through May discussed the proposal for a 120 credit hour curriculum.
c. The Undergraduate Committee met on 30 April to develop a proposal for the Advisory Councils and faculty regarding the proposed changes to the CM program that would result in 123 credit hours.  The proposal involved dropping the requirement for Math 121 College Algebra, dropping CE 409 Engineering Ethics, and dropping CE 455 Engineering Project Management.
d. The Industry Board had a meeting on 15 May and voted to accept the proposal from the Undergraduate Committee.
e. The faculty voted on 23 May to accept the proposal to change the curriculum to reduce the number of credit hours to 123.
f. [bookmark: _GoBack]A training course was held for all adjunct professors on 13 August 2013 to discuss  administrative and academic procedures within the department and UNM.
g. The Construction Advisory Council met on 22 September to review the 2013-2014 outcomes and make recommendations for the next year.  Recommendations included developing matrix to determine the effectiveness of the Lemon Lecture series to assist in recruiting CM students.

4. What will you assess during the next reporting period?  How will you perform the assessment?  Does this differ from your approved plan?
a. All of the Construction Management courses that will be taught in Fall 2014 and Spring 2015 will be assessed by 1 October 2015.  The assessments will be performed by instructors using the standard Outcome Assessment Reports for each course which indicate the applicable SLO’s.  This is in compliance with the current plan for SLO assessment.
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