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1. ASSESSMENT MEASURES EMPLOYED
		Briefly describe the assessment measures employed during the 	year.
· What was done?
Survey data was solicited from faculty teaching selected advanced undergraduate courses, including our “capstone” courses MTH 491-492 / STT 492; graduating seniors invited to participate in exit interviews; and alumni asked to respond to surveys
· Who participated in the process? 
Jim Vance, on behalf of the Undergraduate Committee, faculty teaching courses above, and department support staff.
· What challenges (if any) were encountered? 
Low response rate from alumni survey, no seniors came to interviews.


2.  ASSESSMENT FINDINGS
		List the objectives and outcomes assessed during the year, and 	briefly describe the findings for each.
1. Advanced ability to reason logically
A narrow majority of students were rated as having satisfied this outcome “fairly well”, with the others split between small numbers of students were rated “very well” and “not well”
2. Ability to communicate effectively the mathematics they have learned, in both written and oral form
A plurality of responses: “very well”; lesser numbers of students were rated “fairly well”; very few “not well”; several “cannot judge” replies
3. Ability to read junior/senior level mathematical and/or statistical texts and papers
A plurality of responses: “very well”; fewer, “fairly well”; and fewer still, “not well”
4. Understanding of the principles governing the mathematics and/or statistics they have encountered
Here, the responses were approximately evenly divided among the three categories.


3.  PROGRAM IMPROVEMENTS
		List planned or actual changes (if any) to curriculum, teaching 	methods, facilities, or services that are in response to the 	assessment findings.
None, in response to the assessment findings. However, the ongoing efforts of faculty to examine and to improve our courses and our curricula continue as usual.

4.  ASSESSMENT PLAN COMPLIANCE
		Explain deviations from the plan (if any).
None.

5.  NEW ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENTS
	Describe developments (if any) regarding assessment measures, 	communication, faculty or staff involvement, benchmarking, or other 	assessment variables.
A few alumni have actually returned the surveys we have sent. The number of responses is so tiny as to render the results essentially meaningless.
