KISHWAUKEE COLLEGE

UNIT ASSESSMENT REPORT

	Due on or Before May 15, 2001


To assess unit performance in 2000-2001, please complete the assessment report offered below.  Clearly number each section of the report 1-7 for the benefit of Assessment Committee review.   Attach a current copy of your unit assessment objectives. 

UNIT:  Drafting and Design Technology Program
DATE:  5 – 8 – 2001 
UNIT REPORTER:  Mark Schwendau
1.     List the two or three unit assessment objectives, with criteria and assessment results,

         assessed by your unit this year.

 Objective                                        Criteria                                    Assessment Data                    .

	1. 

     The graduates will be able to

demonstrate technical proficiency

 in drafting methods to established 

skill standards.                    
	1‑a.  

All of the program graduates will include a manually prepared 2‑D drawing in their portfolios from DRA111.
	100% Complete and Acceptable to Instructors



	
	1-b.  

All of the program graduates 

will include a manually 

prepared 3‑D drawing in their 

portfolios from DRA112.


	100% Complete and Acceptable  to

 Instructors



	
	1-c.  

80% of the employers responding

 to the college's annual employer

 satisfaction survey will rate the

 graduate’s performance high

 in traditional drafting methods 

on item 6-a.
	Of the 8 surveys sent to graduates to 

follow up with their employers in the 

class of 1999,  3 were returned. 

Employers surveyed indicated 100%

satisfaction with the graduate’s 

board drafting methods. 

 

	
	1-d.  

80% of the program graduates 

responding to the departmental 

student satisfaction survey will

rate their performance high

in traditional drafting methods 

on item “1.”.


	Of the 7 students to apply for graduation 

in May, 2001, 6 responses came back 

ranking this criteria 4.2 on a 5 point

scale for this item.


	2. 

   The graduates will be able

 to interpret  data of drawings

 in drafting.                                                                                                                                                        
	2‑a.  

80% of the graduates will score above average on the comprehension section of an

established skill standards 

drafting exam.


	Incomplete – Tests were developed too 

late to administer this year


	
	2-b.  

80% of the employers responding 

to the college's annual 

employer satisfaction survey

will rate the graduate's 

performance high in data

interpretation on item 6-b.
	Of the 8 surveys sent to graduates to 

follow up with their employers in the 

class of 1999, 3 were returned. 

Employers surveyed indicated 66% 

satisfaction with the graduate’s ability

to interpret drawing data.



	
	2-c.                                                                                      

 80% of the program graduates

 responding to the departmental 

student satisfaction survey 

will rate their performance high in 

data interpretation on item “2.”.
	Of the 7 students to apply for graduation 

in May, 2001, 6 responses came back 

ranking this criteria 4.6 on a 5 point 

scale for this item.


	3. 

     The graduates will be able

to demonstrate technical 

proficiency in CAD methods to

established skill standards.                                                                            
	3‑a.  

All of the program graduates will include a CAD prepared 2‑D drawing in their portfolios from DRA253 or DRA254.


	100% Complete and Acceptable to Instructors



	
	3-b.  

All of the program graduates will 

include a CAD prepared 3‑D 

drawing in their portfolios

from DRA251 or DRA252.


	100% Complete and Acceptable to Instructors



	
	3-c.  

80% of the employers responding 

to the college's annual employer

satisfaction survey will rate the

graduate's performance high

in CAD drafting methods on 

item 6-c.
	Of the 8 surveys sent to graduates to

follow up with their employers in the 

class of 1999, 3 were returned. 

Employers surveyed indicated 100%

satisfaction with the graduate’s CAD

drafting methods.



	
	3-d.                                                                                      

80% of the program graduates

 responding to the departmental 

student satisfaction survey will rate

their performance high in CAD 

proficiency on item “3”.


	Of the 7 students to apply for graduation

 in May, 2001, 6 responses came back 

ranking this criteria 4.6 on a 5 point 

scale for this item.



2.  Attach any assessment instruments used to assess the objectives offered in item #1.

       The drafting and design technology program uses the following instruments to assess the progress of

       their students relative to the objective noted above.

1. Student Drawing Portfolio – Returned to Students and Not Available for this Report

2. Employer Satisfaction Survey – On File in the Office of Research 

3.    Current Student Satisfaction Survey – Copy Attached
4.    Architectural Drafting Assessment Exam – Copy Attached
       (COLLEGE CONFIDENTIAL – DO NOT RELEASE TO OTHERS)
3.  What progress was made towards the assessment of the selected objectives?

      The college’s office of institutional research worked closely with faculty to locate and survey

      graduates and their related employers.  The response rate was much improved from previous

      years and the data collected was valuable to the assessment of this unit.
      The drafting and design technology faculty opted to survey all students graduating from the four

       curriculum of the program.  Of these students, 5 achieved A.A.S. degrees and 2 achieved certificates.

4.   Provide a summary that interprets the assessment data offered in this report.

       The drafting and design technology faculty are pleased with the quality of work students

       provide in their student drawing portfolios, both 2-D and 3-D, in CAD and manual formats. 

       Faculty trust the advisory committee members will be pleased with the results of the student

       employer and student satisfaction surveys which support the conclusions of the faculty relative

       to their assessments of the portfolio.  Faculty believe the two in-house measures are valuable

       assessments of the quality of learning but believe external measures (employer survey feedback) 

       give greater credibility to the assessment process for this program.

       The one employer that indicated a less than satisfactory response to a graduate’s ability to

       interpret drawing data in objective #2 works in the specialized field of stair design and construction

       which is not covered in great depth in the architectural curriculum and this is by instructional design

       and faculty intent.
5.   As a result of this interpretation of data, what plan of action or modifications within the

      unit will be made next year?

       The drafting and design technology faculty hope to have completed assessment exams for

       both the mechanical and architectural sides of the program next year.  The intent will be to

       administer these exams in lieu of midterms in DRA253 and DRA254.

       The exam for the architectural side of the curriculum was developed this year but was not

       administered due to a lack of students in DRA254.  The DRA253 exam is in development.  

       Each exam contains 300 multiple choice items to be taken in a 3 hour time period.  The exam is

       divided by content of 1/3 board drafting skills, 1/3 CAD drafting skills and 1/3 subject major

       knowledge (architectural or mechanical).

       The first 2/3 of this exam will be common to both curriculums which will allow cross comparisons

       between student majors in years of low enrollments in either DRA253 or DRA254.  

       Faculty have designed exam questions to course specific objectives that have fallen out of state and

       national drafting skill standards.  They feel they have embraced a solid plan and a solid exam relative

       to the measure of course objective criteria that call on students to be tested for assessment.
6.   How will the findings offered in this report or plans for the future change (if required) 

      be shared with others both on and off campus? (Advisory committees, marketing office, 

      etc.)

        Faculty of this program will entertain any ideas relative to the sharing of this information as the 

       assessment committee deems appropriate.  A copy of this report will be posted on the program’s

       web site in RTF format for download by others both on and off campus.  Advisory committee members

       will be mailed a copy of these results this summer.
Note:  The Assessment Committee is very willing to offer assistance or staff development
            opportunities to facilitate quality improvement as units may desire.  Contact the

            Assessment Committee Chairman, Dr. Neal McKenna at extension 244 if you have

            questions.

            Kishwaukee College's Assessment Plan is based on a modified Continual Quality

            Improvement (CQI) Model and is Copyrighted 1993-2001.

Attachments to this report:

· Drafting and Design Technology CQI Program Measureable Objectives

· Drafting and Design Technology Student Satisfaction Survey Form              

· Architectural Drafting and Design Assessment Exam
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