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The Assessment Committee has begun to review Yearly Action Plans and will host a 

workshop this Wednesday with former Assessment Committee Members and Assessment 

Task Force Members to discuss revisions to the Guidelines for the Assessment of Student 

Learning that the Committee plans to recommend to the faculty. 

 

This month, the Assessment Committee will continue its efforts to highlight assessment 

work on campus by sharing recent work completed by the Economics Department. 

Included in our report is a summary of the Economics Department’s assessment of its 

Senior Research Projects from the 2016-2017 academic year. 

 

 

ECONOMICS 

2017 Annual Assessment Report Summary 

 

 Our objective for assessment during the 2016-17 academic year was to evaluate the 

Economics Department’s student learning goals regarding Methodology & Application, 

Communication, and Initiative & Synthesis by directly assessing the research papers 

written by our senior Economics majors in their capstone course. During the course of a 

day on Wednesday August 9th, all faculty members of the Economics Department read 

and evaluated the 14 research papers written by our senior majors for Econ 401. This 

report summarizes and analyzes the findings from this assessment activity and presents 

our response to these findings. 

 

 

Assessment Process  
The three specific learning goals which the Economics Department assessed this past 

year are the following:  

 Methodology and Application (Goal #3): Students will apply econometric 

research methods in assessing economic principles, theories, and relationships.  

 Communication (Goal #4): Students will communicate effectively in both speech 

and writing. (Note that we only assessed our students’ written communication.)  

 Initiative and Synthesis (Goal #5): Students will independently design, organize, 

and conduct economic research that illustrates comprehension and mastery of the 

discipline.  

 

The data reveal that our students, on average, demonstrate a highly Capable level of 

achievement across all but one of the categories. Except for the Conclusions category, no 

one category stands out as weaker or as stronger than the others in terms of student 

ability, and even that category’s score is not substantially lower than the others. The 

lower scores, which are still in the highly Capable range, are in the areas of Empirical 

Methods, Mastery of Data, Mastery of Methods, and Interpretation. Thus, our students 



tend to struggle more with empirical methodology, interpreting their results, and forming 

conclusions. Moreover, the lowest score in the Conclusion category indicates that the 

ability of our students to make relevant policy interpretations and inferences from their 

analysis and to suggest future avenues and extensions of their research needs to improve. 

 

Implications 

The annual assessments that we have done diligently over the past six years provide a 

good basis for discussions on certain potential curricular changes. One issue that we have 

been discussing is whether or not to make our two methods courses (Applied 

Econometrics and Time Series Analysis) a requirement of the major. Presently, students 

are encouraged and advised to enroll in these courses but we do not have any mechanism 

that ensures they have any methods training before enrolling in Senior Project. Perhaps, 

increasing the rigor in our methods courses, exposing them more to state-of-the-art 

statistical software computing packages could also make them better prepared for Senior 

Project. We could also strive to reduce the disconnect between the methods course taken 

by our students and the corresponding research project undertaken in their Senior Project 

or between the research topic of a student and the different elective courses they have 

taken. Although, the Department has made some concerted efforts to improve in these 

areas, more work needs to be done.  

 

Our assessment findings for the Empirical Methods and Interpretation categories could 

also urge us to expose our students to more “evidence based analysis” and using data in 

our different courses. Performing various statistical analyses (computation of percentage 

changes, correlations, standard deviations etc.), plotting graphs in MS-Excel, explaining 

their trends both in writing and in class discussions, and finally making inferences from 

the observed patterns could better expose our students to “quantitative-analysis and 

interpretation.” This might strengthen their ability to improve, interpret, and explain their 

numerical results.  

 

Finally, the wide range of overall scores reflecting the variations in student ability and 

quality of their papers, should fuel the debate amongst us of whether or not “the same 

size fits for all” nature of Senior Project that we presently have is the best structure. This 

bodes even more relevance now in the context of “signature work” initiatives undertaken 

by the Department. Presently, our signature work largely revolves around Senior Project, 

but we are currently exploring other forms of such student driven activity. 


