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Recommendations

1. Church Ministries, Practical
Theology and Missional Ministries
majors will be able to interpret
Scripture properly andrticulate the
results of that study in an
understandable homily.
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1.1 Hermeneutics Papers with a
standard rubric.

1.1.1. Trend data by semester for the
FinalHermeneuticPaper Grades
available to faculty for analysis (Efigure
1 below). Meanscores for firal papers
for the lastsemester reportedvere
significantly belowthe overall average ft
the years reportedvhich were Bow a
slight upward trencprior to this period

1.1.2. Trend data by semester for Fir
Course Gradeis available to faculty for
analysigcf. Figure 2. below). Mean sct
for Final Course Grades have not varie
significantly over the last number of
semestersuntil Spring 2012, which
indicated a significant decline

1.1.3.1.201011 Academic Year Paper

Rubric Results Mean %:

Intro. ¢ 79.0%

Historicat 80.3%

Contextual 77.3%

Theology 72.7%

Applicatiorr 82.0%

Works Cited 64.5%

Mechanics 66%

Overall Mean = 67%

(n=85)
1.1.3.1 Available tend data for the scor¢
on various subsections is provided bel
(cf. Figure 3.)

1.1.4 Analysis of ResultStudents
in this sample scored lowest
Mechanicsand Works Cited

1.2. 1 Assurance should be given
that all sections of the Hermeneuticg
class (including evening and online)
will need to be incorporated into the
assessmentocess in subsequent
semestersFaculty need to assess th
factors leading to @oor showing in
three areas: theology, works cited,
and mechanics. ttemptsto improve
performance forthese factorswithin
the CCMR or universiyide
curriculum should be maal

1.2.2. Atandard grading rubric ha
been agreed upon by fulime faculty
and is being utilized by all instructor
(cf. Hermeneutics Paper Grading
Rubrig. Copies of these rubrics are
maintained on file at the university.

1.2.3. Trend data bould be
tabulated for the various subsection
of the Hermeneutics paper to
determine if there are areas that
need improvement based on
longitudinal data. Faculty should
determine how these might be tied
to Intended Learning Outcomes
OL[ hQao chwyse tha wolld
impact this outcome over the courseg
of study.
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Figure 1. Hermeneutics Final Paper Scores by Semester. @
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Figure 2. Hermeneutics Average Final Class Percentile Rank by

a. Does notinclude zeros on the final paper as itis assumed they will retake the

class at some point.

g Semester.?

Semester Taken Mean N Devitafion Minimum | Maximum Std. N ]
— oo 502 > T35 =0 59 i::r:::;r Taken Me738n7 N — DeV|at|1o1n6 M|n|mu5rr:; MaX|mu9n:13
Spring 2009 89.2 14 74 0 % || spring 2009 1.8 16 100 55 93
Fall 2009 85.9 65 9.7 60 100 Fall 2009 84.7 66 114 24 08
Spring 2010 76.0 23 1.4 60 %8 Spring 2010 80:3 23 7:0 62 93
Fall 2010 86.5 S0 6.4 70 % 11 Fan 2010 87.8 50 10.4 52 98
Spring 2011 83.9 31 6.1 72 96 Spring 2011 84.9 33 10.3 59 97
Fall 2011 834 39 88 €0 % 1| Fan 2011 85.1 33 0.3 60 97
Spring 2012 7.9 19 93 %8 %2 || spring 2012 74.9 19 122 45 93
Total 83.6 267 9.7 50 100

Total 83.5 266 11.0 24 98

a. Data excludes those who failed the course.

Figure 3. Average Final Hermeneutics Paper Subsection Scores Spring 2008- Spring 2011
Year Student N Intro [Historical| Context Theo App Works Mech Grade*
Possible 5 15 15 30 15 10 10 100
Sp 08 22 4.7 12.7 12.7 25 12.9 8.2 8.4 82.4
Fall 08 26 4.7 11.9 12 24.2 12.5 7.5 7.9 80.2
Sp 09 18 4.1 14.1 14.2 27.2 13.7 8 8.5 88.8
Fall 09 63 4.3 12.6 13.1 26.6 13.3 7.8 7.8 85.3
Sp 10 22 4.7 11.9 11.2 21.3 11.6 7.4 7.2 75.8
Fall 10 61 4.1 12.4 11.8 22.3 12.7 6.3 6.8 69
Sp 11 41 3.8 11.7 11.4 21.3 11.9 6.6 6.4 66.4
Mean 36.1 4.3 12.5 12.3 24.0 12.7 7.4 7.6 78.3
10-11 Mean n =102 4.0 12.1 11.6 21.8 12.3 6.5 6.6 67.7
% of Possible** 79.0% 80.3% 77.3% 72.7% 82.0% 64.5% 66.0% 67.7%
* Includes scores of O, or failure to submit final paper. ** Indicates Average of All Semester Scores.
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2. Church Ministriegnd Practical
Theology majorsvill be able to

preachexpository sermons in a cleat
and relevant way.

2.1 Sermon Samples with Standard
Rubric

2.1.1. Trend data by semester for the
FinalCourse Gradgare available to
faculty for analysis (cf. Figure 4pring
2011semester scores were noticeably
lower but this may be due to an outlier
the data(score of 3% for final grade)

2.1.2 Trend data by semester for the
Final Sermon Scosare available to
facultyfor analysis (cf. Figure 5No
significant variations are indicated in th
data for this measure.

2.1.3 Analysis of Result®Outcomes
on this variable seem to be consistent
with the stated goals of the college as
students are consistentlyerforming
with an average near above the 90
percentileon this measureAll

sermons are professor and peer
reviewed based on a standard rubric.
The final sermon counts for 25% of
the course grade ahincorporates a
selfevaluation by the studerin the

grading score.

2.21.

A standirdized grading rubrig

and sermon evaluatioforms have
beenagreed upon by fullime

professors for standarding scores
across the college (dfinal Sermon

Grading Rubric

2.2.2  All Homiletics courses need

to incorporate the standardized

sermm evaluation form and grading

rubric for the final sermomand data

needs to be returned for analysis in

timely manner from each professor
for analysis. This should be clearly

stated as part of the responsibility of

teaching the course.
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Figure 4. Homiletics | Average Final Sermon Scores by Semester. @
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Figure 5. Homiletics | Average Final Course Grade by Semester.

Semester Taken Mean N Std. Deviation | Minimum Maximum Std.
Spring 2007 94.0 1 94.0 94.0 Semester Taken Mean N Deviation Minimum | Maximum
Fall 2007 92.5 22 3.1 83.0 96.0 || Spring 2007 89.1 1 89 89
Fall 2008 86.5 43 12.4 42.0 100.0 || Fall 2007 89.5 22 7.0 72 99
Spring 2009 90.9 35 5.6 77.0 100.0 || Fall 2008 86.8 44 12.5 33 100
Fall 2009 90.3 17 8.1 76.6 100.0 || Spring 2009 88.9 34 6.7 76 98
Spring 2010 90.7 56 3.6 80.0 97.0 || Fall 2009 87.2 17 9.1 64 97
Spring 2011 88.9 34 3.7 80.0 96.0 || Spring 2010 89.7 56 7.2 58 100
Fall 2011 90.4 32 41 79.0 95.0 Spring 2011 84.7 34 11.8 37 95
Total 89.8 240 6.9 42.0 100.0 || Fall 2011 88.7 42 7.1 66 97
a. Zero scores were excluded assuming students will retake the class. Total 88.1 250 9.1 33 100
CCMR Outcom#3
Outcomes Plan/ Assessments Results /Analysis Recommendations

3. All Majors in the College of
Christian Ministries and Religiovill
have a basic knowledge thfe Bible
and theology.

test scores.

3.1Bible Exit Exam with Pre and Po

3.11. PreTest Results: % Scoring 70
above on Exam:

Spring 2005 N= 12)¢ 25% (6 = 3)
Fall 2005 = 89)c 4.5% (= 4)
Spring 2006 No data available
Fall 2006l = 108)c 19.4% 10 = 21)
Spring 2007 No data available
Fall 2007 = 82)c 12.2% G = 10)
Spring 2008N = 11)¢ 18.2% K = 2)
Fall 2008 =172) ¢ 17.9%1( = 31)
Fall 2009 =67) ¢32.86 (1=21)
Spring 2010N =14) ¢ 42.9% (=6)
Fall 2010(N = 48)¢ 66.7% K = 32)
Spring 2011N = 14)¢ 43.1%  =6)
Fall 2012 =27) ¢ 52.1% (1 =14)
Spring 2012N =14) ¢ 35.%%6 6 =5)

3.1.1.1. Trend data by semester for tf
Means ofPre- Test Religion Major Bible

Exam Scores by Semester are availab

3.2.1 CCMR continue to gather
and analyze data on a case by case
(student by studentbasis so that
actual longitudinal data for individua|
students can be analyzed rather tha|
comparing year to year or semester
to semester cohorts with all the
potential canfounding variables that
could influence the results.

3.2.2 The CCMR faculheedsto
determine a cutoff percentile for
rating the amount of difference
considered desirable for the college
i.e.; % obtaining differences scores
20 or more and compare outcomes
to that criteria.

3.2.3 Some assessment of the
Bible Exam neds to be performed to

Updated:February 18, 2017
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faculty for analysis (cf. Figure 6). It
appears there is a steady upward treng
recent yearsn these pretest scores.

3.12. PostTest Results: % Scoring 7
or above on Exam:

Spring 2005 N= 67)¢ 21% (= 14)
Fall 2005 = 35)¢ 60% 1= 21)
Spring 2006N = 68)¢ 67.6% ( = 46)
Fall 2006 = 39)¢ 74.4% It = 29)
Spring 2007N =97)¢ 58.8% K = 57)
Fall 2007 = 38)¢ 65.8% I = 25)
Spring 2008N = 86)¢ 40.7% ( = 40)
Fall 2008 = 65)¢ 62.3% It = 40)
Spring 200No Data Available

Fall 2009 =25) ¢ 0% 6 = 0)
Spring 2010N =55) ¢90.9% 0 =50)
Fall 201N =23) ¢ 78.3% (1 =18)
Spring 2011N = 37)¢ 81.1% K = 30)
Fall 201 (N=25) ¢ 84% fH=21)
Spring 202 (N=29) ¢ 79.3%6 6 =23)

3.12.1. Trend data by semester for t|
Means ofPost-Test Religion Major Bible
Exam Scores by Semester are availab
faculty for analysis (cf. Figure.8Very
little variation is observed in these scoi
indicating some consistency in outcom
for this measure

3.1.3 PostPre Test Score Differenci
for 2011-2012 Academic YeaAll Fall(N =
13) and Spring 2Q1-12 students(N =21)
showed a positive difference score
with 50%of the Fall graduating class
indicated an increase df4 pts. or more
(n =7) with a maximunm29pt.

improvement Also, 2.4% of he Spring

assessts face validity especially in
NBEaLISOd G2 GKS a
the exam.Faculty hadeen
commissioned to perform this
assessment and rerite the exam
accordingly(cf. Bible Pre; Post Test
for ReligionMajors). Furthe analysis
ofthosecourses [ h Qa gKA
directly impact this outcome should
also be considered.
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graduating class(=11) indicated an
increase ofL0or above wih a maximum
35 pt. improvement

3.1.4  Analysis of Results

A comparison othe Meansof the Pre
and Post TedDifference Scores on the
BibleExam for Religion Majors is provi
(cf. FigurelObelow). Religionstudents
show a consistarimprovement intheir
Bible knowledge over thcourse of their
studies at SEU, however the size of thi
difference steadily decreasl over the lag
few semestes.

Figure 6. Religion Majors Average Bible Pre-Test Scores by Semester.

Bible Pre-test 1st Semester Fr.

Date of Exam Mean N De\?itadt-ion Minimum Maximum
Spring 2005 56.5 12 194 32 94
Fall 2005 44.6 89 11.5 19 73
Fall 2006 56.4 108 16.3 22 100
Fall 2007 52.7 82 13.3 32 97
Spring 2008 59.8 10 17.9 41 100
Fall 2008 56.2 175 14.2 25 90
Fall 2009 69.4 256 13.5 31 96
Spring 2009 64.6 404 16.5 11 92
Spring 2010 69.7 14 8.7 57 84
Fall 2010 71.6 47 9.8 45 89
Spring 2011 65.2 5 9.0 52 74
Fall 2011 68.9 27 10.8 47 87
Spring 2012 69.0 14 7.3 56 82
Total 61.8 1243 16.3 11 100
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Flgure 7. Graph of Religion Major Bible Pre-Test Scores by Semester.
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Figure 8. Average Religion Major Bible Post-Test Scores by Semester.

Bible Post-test Senior Yr.

Date of Exam Mean N De\?it:t.ion Minimum | Maximum
Spring 2005 57.3 66 15.8 7 90
Fall 2005 731 35 251 13 115
Spring 2006 75.8 68 17.3 32 117
Fall 2006 83.3 39 21.5 12 123
Spring 2007 74.8 96 20.4 30 116
Fall 2007 79.3 38 18.1 45 119
Spring 2008 66.3 87 20.2 30 110
Fall 2008 81.7 62 191 41 122
Spring 2009 80.8 4 3.3 77 85
Fall 2009 76.6 23 10.1 45 90
Spring 2010 7.7 52 6.5 62 90
Fall 2010 77.7 23 11.2 55 92
Spring 2011 76.9 37 8.0 57 89
Fall 2011 78.9 25 13.4 28 100
Spring 2012 77.0 29 8.8 58 90
Total 74.2 684 18.5 7 123
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Figure 9. Average Religion Bible Post-Test Scores by Semester.

Mean Bible Post-test Senior Yr.
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Figure 10. Average Religion Major Bible Difference Scores by Semester.

BibleDiffScores
Std.

Date of Exam Mean N Deviation Minimum | Maximum
Spring 2007 39.8 5 12.6 24.0 57.0
Fall 2007 36.6 5 111 20.0 48.0
Spring 2008 274 8 18.9 -5.0 59.0
Fall 2008 32.7 16 14.3 10.0 54.0
Spring 2009 26.5 2 23.3 10.0 43.0
Fall 2009 15.0 6 141 -9.0 30.0
Spring 2010 17.9 20 10.2 1.0 38.0
Fall 2010 18.4 10 13.4 -8.0 33.0
Spring 2011 12.4 22 11.5 -9.0 45.0
Fall 2011 16.5 13 9.1 .0 29.0
Spring 2012 11.6 21 10.7 -8.0 35.0
Total 19.6 129 14.9 -10.0 59.0
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4. Graduates in the CCMR will show
some improvement in both authentic
spirituality and a faitinfused World
View (cf., Institutional Goals) by
showing an increase in both their
Gl gl NBySaa 2F D2
NEflGA2YAaKALl Al

4.1 Spiritual A&ssment Inventory
(SAlpoth pre and post test scores
(cf., SpiritualAssessment Inventory
seltreport measure).

4.1.1. Preaest scores for the
semesters reported are provided in
Figurell Two major domains are
measured by the instrument:
Awareness bGod on a scale from 1 =
Not At All True to 5 = Very True; and
Relationship With Gadvith 2 subset
scores: Disappointment With Gad
same scale (so lower scores would be
anticipated); and &ealistic
Acceptancescore. Since incoming
A0dzRSyiQa aoO2N®B 2
percentile on a 35 pt. scale for
Awareness of Gothat is a good
indicator that they are entering the
university with a high awareness of
God. Thdisappointment With God
scale is actually reveed so the lower
mean score indicates less
RAAFLILRAYUGYSYlG Ay
relationships with God and are in the
59 percentile.The Realistic
Acceptane scores are at thd3
percentile.

4.1.2. Posgest scores on the SAI
measure are provided for thast few
semesters in Figure21 Exiting
students are scoring in th@6
percentile on a & pt. scale which is a
good indicator that they are leaving
the university with a high awareness
of God. As in the preest the
Disappointment with Godcale is

4.2.1.

The instrument needs to beg

diligently administered to all new
CCMRReligion majors upon their firs
semester of declaring their major
program of study, as well as upon
graduation. This kind of case by cas
longitudinal data will provide a more
accurate picture over time of
individual improvement in the
domains it measurg(Awareness of
GodandRelationship With GQdas
well as semester to semester cohort

comparisons.

More longitudinal data based on
case by case comparisons is
needed to more accurately assess

this outcome.

4.2.2. No measure is presently in
LI | OS FT2NYVG&SSRHF
worldview goal in the mission
statement. Perhaps this could be
addressed in both an Exit Interview
incorporated into the anticipated
capstone integration course and in
alumni interviews atdter dates.
Faculty input will be needed on
how to most accurately assess this
characteristic among students
upon graduation or later in
everyday life situations.

Updated:February 18, 2017
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reversed so the lower mean score
indicates less disappointment in
a0dzRSy G Qa NBtF Az
are in the % percentile. Neither of
these indicate any significant
difference when comparing the larger
semester cohorts. However on the
Realistic Acceptaneale postest
scores are higher at thespercentile
compared tod3 percentile for the
pre-test cohort.

4.1.3. When difference scores are
tabulated on each individual student
by subtracting preest scores from
posttest scores, hominal differences
between theAwarenessand
Disappointmenscales are indicated.
Overall, students who responded
show a significant improvement in
their Realistic Acceptancales from
the measure a30% increase.

4.1.4 Analysis of Result®eligion
students enter theschool with aigh
Awareness of God and leave with
similar scoreg no marked
improvement in this area is noted
perhaps due to a ceiling effect in the
scores upon entrance.

Updated:February 18, 2017
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Figure 11. Average Pre-Test Spiritual Assessment Inventory (SAI)
Rating Scores by Semester.?

PreSAl PreSAIl PreSAIl
Date of Pre-Spiritual Awareness of | Disappintment Realistic
Assessment Inventory Score God with God Acceptance
Spring 2009 Mean 4.88 2.34 2.79
N 153 153 135
Std. Deviation .86 .87 1.34
Spring 2010 Mean 5.08 1.77 3.34
N 70 70 66
Std. Deviation .68 .81 1.80
Spring 2011 Mean 5.20 1.88 3.88
N 22 22 22
Std. Deviation .56 .70 1.84
Fall 2011 Mean 4.53 2.19 2.93
N 126 125 114
Std. Deviation 1.05 .92 1.26
Spring 2012 Mean 4.01 2.04 2.82
N 53 53 48
Std. Deviation A7 .81 1.08
Total Mean 4.72 2.14 2.99
N 424 423 385
Std. Deviation 91 .88 1.44

a. Scale on Measure is 1 = Not At All True, 5 =Very True.
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