Proposed modifications to the “Assessments Mechanisms and Procedures” document.

Nomenclature

· Replace “School of Computer Science” with “School of Computing and Information Sciences”

· Replace “SCS” with “SCIS”

· Replace “Director of the School” with “Dean of the School”

· Replace “curriculum committee” with “Undergraduate Committee”
Section I. INTRODUCTION

Reword to include “Assessment via the (Capstone) Senior Project” as an additional assessment tool.
Section III. ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENTS AND PROCEDURES
Include “Assessment via the (Capstone) Senior Project” as a separate procedure and under a new sub-header C. SENIOR PROJECT. Specify the format and instruments of the associated evaluation process. For example,
C. SENIOR PROJECT
For the purpose of assessing the BS in CS Program Outcomes via the Senior Project, the Associate Dean, in consultation with the faculty, will constitute an evaluation team(s) of at least 3 persons to include

1. The Senior Project course coordinator/instructor (faculty),

2. A second faculty member not associated with the project,

3. A non-faculty representative from the SCIS Industry Advisory Board, or person with similar experience nominated by the Board.

Several such teams may be constituted, based on the number of student projects to be evaluated.

The evaluation team will observe the students’ oral presentations/demonstrations of their project, and will have access to all artifacts produced by the student team to satisfy the requirements of the Senior Project course.

The members of the team will complete a suitable instrument to indicate their assessment of the extent to which the students’ work demonstrates attainment of the BS in Computer Science Program Outcomes. The instrument will include suitable rubrics to guide their evaluations and must be published.

The completed evaluation instrument(s), together with the project artifacts, will become components of the annual assessment process, and must be maintained until at least the following ABET accreditation site visit.
Proposed modifications to the “Assessment Plan” document
General
· Replace “SCS” with “SCIS”

· Replace “Curriculum Committee” with “Undergraduate Committee” throughout the document.

· Replace “SCS Director” with “SCIS Dean”

· The Undergraduate Committee is not constituted per the description given for the Curriculum Committee in this document. 

Recommendation: Formally abolish the Curriculum Committee. Having both Curriculum and Undergraduate Committees would be redundant.

Recommendation: Define the duties of the Chair of the Undergraduate Committee.

Recommendation: Redefine the duties of the Assessments Coordinator.

Recommendation: Develop an Assessment Plan for the Information Technology programs.

Section 1) Curriculum Committee
· Update the list of duties of the Assessments Coordinator

· Define the duties of the Chair of the Undergraduate Committee

· Remove COP4555 from the Programming Area course list

· Change “CEN 4015” to “CEN 4012”

· Add new software testing course to the Software Engineering Area course list

· Add CEN 4023 to the Software Engineering Area course list

· Add CIS 4911 to the Software Engineering Area course list

· Add COP 4540 to the Computer Systems Area course list

· Add the new Parallel Programming course to the Computer Systems Area course list

· Add COP 4555 to the Foundations Area course list

· Add CGS 1390 to the Communications & Ethics Area course list

· Add COM 3011 to the Communications & Ethics Area course list

Recommendation: The number of courses falling under the Systems Area has become too great to allow efficient management. This Area should be split into two Areas. The first might include COP 3402, CDA 4101, COP 4610 and COP 4225. The second might include all other courses currently in the Systems Area that do not have a natural home in any of the other Areas. Any courses currently listed in the Systems Area that have a natural home elsewhere should be relocated to that Area.

Section 2) Assessment Activities
Recommendation: Under Program Outcomes sub-section, incorporate, as a separate component, program assessment via the (Capstone) Senior Project course, and remove “capstone course” from the other assessment strategies sub-section.

Section 3) Defining and Implementing Improvements
Recommendation: The statements of this section are inaccurate. This section should be re-written to reflect current practice.

