Program Improvement Plan
Department: History___________________                                      

Program: Secondary Certification in History_                                       Current Academic Year: _Fall 2003-2004__

In January you received a program summary  report that provided information from several data sources collected on/about or from candidates at the different program checkpoints (for example, at admission, in-program, at program completion, and after graduation). You also received or have in your possession other forms of data that should be reviewed as you plan program improvements. These include data from the Student Evaluation Instruments, the Undergraduate Program Evaluation (if relevant to your program), and records of formal candidate complaints and their resolutions. Your responses to the questions below should be based on the data from the program report. Use the responses to write a program improvement plan. A copy of this plan is due to the Dean’s Office and the Assessment Coordinator by March 1.

1. Did the summary report indicate any particularly strong areas in the program? If so, list these areas and cite the data sources that indicated these strong areas:

Based upon the data provided by the College of Education, students completing the Secondary Social Studies program, which includes students majoring in History, showed a very strong overall performance.  
A.  GPA averages for students completing MEDT 2401: 3.75; for SPED 2706: 4.00; for CEPD 2101: 4.00; for CEPD 4101: 3.20.

Social Studies/History Education (Undergrad) 

Data Summary for AY 2002-2003

Part 1. Praxis II Scores

A.  Praxis II pass rate Social Studies: Content Knowledge: 90%.

Number of UWG Examinees: 21.

Highest UWG Examinee Score: 185 (highest possible score: 200)

Lowest UWG Examinee Score: 141 (lowest possible score: 107)

Median for UWG Examinees: 160 (national median: 165)

Avg. UWG Performance Range: 153-173 (national avg: 155-177)

State cutoff score for passing: 151

Score Differences for UWG students by Race: Seven non-white students took the test. Their scores were: 178, 174, 160, 157, 156, 155, and 153. (median: 157). All non-white students passed the test. Two white students did not pass the test. 

Detailed Score Information by Test Category

	Test Category
	Points Available Range
	UWG Average Percent Correct
	Statewide Average Percent Correct
	National Average Percent Correct

	United States History
	28-29
	63%
	65%
	65%

	World History
	28-29
	61%
	61%
	61%

	(other categories not relevant to History Department program)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


B.  Praxis II pass rate Social Studies: Interpretation of Materials: 63%.

Number of UWG Examinees: 19.

Highest UWG Examinee Score: 190 (highest possible score: 200)

Lowest UWG Examinee Score: 150 (lowest possible score: 120)

Median for UWG Examinees: 170 (national median: 169)

Avg. UWG Performance Range: 164-177 (national avg: 161-177)

State cutoff score for passing: 167
Score Differences for UWG students by Race: Six non-white students took the test. Their scores were: 190, 177, 167, 164, 159, and 150. (median: 164). Three non-white students did not pass the test. One white student did not pass the test. 

Detailed Score Information by Test Category

	Test Category
	Points Available Range
	UWG Average Percent Correct
	Statewide Average Percent Correct
	National Average Percent Correct

	US History
	18
	73%
	70%
	68%

	World History
	18
	74%
	77%
	75%

	(other categories not relevant to History Department program)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


 Scores indicate that students taking the Praxis II examination, including some who are History majors, performed at or near both state and national averages.  History students also performed above average in Education courses.  
2. Did the summary report indicate any weak areas in the program? If so, list these areas and cite the data sources that indicated these weak areas:

While the scores indicated that our students did well overall, the History Department believes that they could show improvement, especially in the area of World History.  Student exit surveys did not indicate any weaknesses in the program.
3. What specific plan do you have for addressing weak areas in the program? List the steps the program/department will take to strengthen the weak areas:

Students entering the History program often come poorly prepared to do college-level work as majors.  The History Department, in conjunction with History Departments from the other major colleges and universities in Georgia are trying to improve the standards of education at the high-school level.  We have submitted a proposal for federal funding for a summer 2004 teacher workshop on World History to help current teachers in the region teach this important area and we have joined with other departments to petition against the proposed PSC standards for Social Studies Education that would seriously impair future graduates from Georgia schools and to offer a method for improvement of the teaching of History in the public schools.  Current and future teachers with a stronger background in World History means better educated citizens in the state.
Finally, because students majoring in History nevertheless must complete the Praxis II examination in Social Studies, the Department has developed a “Broad Field Preparation” concentration to be completed along with the History major.  This means that students majoring in History will be able to complete the required coursework for their major and to take the content coursework required by the State of Georgia for Broad Field Certification.  Students would have to return for at least a fifth year to complete coursework and student teaching required by the College of Education.  This proposal has the approval of the History Department, the Dean of Arts and Sciences and the Dean of the College of Education.  When students complete this preparation program, the History Department anticipates both improved scores on the Praxis II examination and improved chances for employability after graduation.

· What timeline is proposed for these changes? –Summer 2004 for the teacher workshop; 2004-5 on the standards for teaching secondary and middle school social studies. 2004-5 for implementing Broad-Field preparation program.
· How will you solicit input on changes from other stakeholders (e.g., faculty from the Colleges of Arts and Sciences and/or Business, community stakeholders, etc.)?  We have already collected anecdotal information from students seeking employment in Secondary Education that they would be more employable as Broad Field certified.  The Department has solicited information from the departments of Geosciences, Political Science and Economics as to which courses would be most useful for Broad Field Certification.  Also, Dr. Judy Butler, in the College of Education was contacted for her input. As soon as we get data from graduates (anticipated in 2006-7), we will have additional data upon which to draw.  In addition, we survey our graduates via a departmental newsletter every three years and have some data about employment history and useful information about the relevance of our degree program for their careers.  Past assessment of our program, based in part on the results of those surveys, led us to change our advisement program several years ago to focus more on secondary education majors.  We instituted, for instance, separate advising sessions for secondary education students and scheduled advising sessions in the evenings for non-traditional students and others who were working.
4. What changes were made in your program based on last year’s program improvement plan (relevant only for programs that had a previous assessment system in place) and what were the effects of these changes? Include information from data sources in your response.  
N/A
5. What is your overall evaluation of your program (include strengths and weaknesses)?

The strength of the History Department’s preparation of students seeking secondary certification in History is a solid grounding in the content necessary to teach, modeling of diverse teaching methods in the classroom, including the use of technology and internet resources, and advisement of History major seeking certification.  The current weakness in broad field preparation is being remedied.  
6. Do you have any recommendations for the Assessment Coordinator and/or the Assessment Advisory Committee regarding the assessment system or unit evaluation (for example, are the current data sources providing your program with relevant data? Are additional data sources needed? Do faculty need training in assessment strategies? Have any problems with data collection instruments been noted?)? If so, please provide detailed feedback.

Currently, the department receives only aggregate information on students taking the Praxis II examination.  The data do not tell us which students are actually History majors which does not allow us, therefore, to track their success through the individual courses of our curriculum.  
