
 

 
 

Academic Program Assessment Report Template 

Instructions:  This template is a running document of each annual Academic Program Assessment Report due to the department chairs and Provost the last Friday in October. The final report in the 
document should be the official report of the year of the full Program Review. All reports below use the same report template. If the report is the Program Review year, please indicate it next to 
“Program Review Year.” 

 

Department: Theology and Global Church Ministries          

Academic Program Evaluated:  Biblical Studies            Program Review Year: 21-22 

 Year 1 Academic Year: 2018-
2019 

Year 2 Academic Year: 2019-
2020 

Year 3 Academic Year: 2020-
2021 

Year 4 Academic Year: 2021-
2022 

Faculty members involved 
in this assessment 
process: (List all faculty 

members who participated: 
program coordinator, reviewers, 
committee members, etc.) 

 

Brandon Schmidly 
Vincent Medina 
Bill Griffin 
Calvin Pincombe 
Roger Cotton 
Gary Martindale 
Martin Mittlestadt 
Dan Morrison 

   

Number of students in 
sample: (If known, supply the 

number of students in each 
class/year who appear in the 
assessment report.) 

 

There were 94 students in 
the sample.  
 

Freshmen: 
Sophomores: 
Juniors: 
Seniors: 
Graduate: 

Freshmen: 
Sophomores: 
Juniors: 
Seniors: 
Graduate: 

Freshmen: 
Sophomores: 
Juniors: 
Seniors: 
Graduate: 



Instrument(s) used in 
assessment: (List the exams, 

standardized tests, portfolios, etc. 
that were used in the assessment 
process.) 

 

Items assessed included a 
variety of instruments, 
including exams, projects, 
and research papers. 

   

Additional Data: (List any 

additional information/data that 
informed this report.) 

    

Methodology: (Explain the 

method of data collection and the 
data analysis process.) 

 

Data was collected with 
rubrics that were attached 
to assessment instruments 
in Course Commons. The 
rubrics ranked student 
performance on a 4-point 
scale. Scores in the 3 range 
indicate mastery, while 4 
indicates excellence, 2 
indicates progressing, and 1 
indicates little to no 
progress toward mastery. 

   

Results of Assessment: 
(List the findings in summary 
format as narrative.) 

 

BIBL History PLO measures 
students’ knowledge of 
Church history. The 
assessment instrument for 
this PLO was a final 
research project, which 
included both written and 
oral presentation. 11 
students were assessed. 
The range was .88, the 
mean was 3.64909, the 
median was 3.72, and the 

   



mode was 3.72. The 
standard deviation was 
0.24712.  
 
BIBL Concepts PLO 
measures the students’ 
mastery of theological 
ideas. The assessment 
instrument for this PLO was 
a final research papers. 31 
students were assessed. 
The range was 3, the mean 
was 3.1875, the median 
was 3.5, and the mode was 
4. The standard deviation 
was 0.93109.  
 
BIBL Language PLO 
measures student mastery 
of the biblical languages. 
The instrument for this 
measurement was the final 
exam from intermediate 
Greek. 50 students were 
assessed. The range was 3. 
The mean was 2.38 and the 
median and mode were 
both 4, and the standard 
deviation was 0.90441. 
 
BIBL Exegesis PLO measures 



students’ ability to perform 
exegesis of the biblical text 
from the original languages. 
This PLO was assessed using 
the final exegetical paper 
from advance Greek. 4 
students were assessed. 
The range was 1, the mean 
was 3.75, and the median 
and mode were both 4. The 
standard deviation was 0.5. 
 
BIBL Philosophy PLO 
measures student’s 
comprehension as ability to 
apply philosophical 
concepts in a Christian 
context. The instrument 
used to assess this was a 
final paper from PHIL 460 
Bioethics. 5 students 
participated. The range was 
0. The mean, median, and 
mode were all 4. There was 
no standard deviation. 
 
BIBL Content PLO measures 
student master of the 
content of the Old 
Testament books. The 
instrument used to assess 



this was a final exam from 
BIBL 115 Old Testament 
Literature. 37 students took 
the assessment. The range 
of scores was 1.6. The mean 
was 3.21622, the median 
was 3.1, and the mode was 
4. The standard deviation 
was 0.47053. 

Data: (Provide the graphs, 

charts, etc. that were used to 
show data results. Do not include 
the actual data.) 

 

    

Strengths: (From the findings, 

list the areas of strengths that 
currently exist in the academic 
program.) 

 

Students are achieving a 
strong and developing 
mastery of the subject 
areas within the Biblical 
Studies major.  

   

Areas in need of 
improvement: (From the 

findings, list the areas of 
weakness(s) that currently exist in 
the academic program.) 

 

Need a better instrument 
for measuring biblical 
content learning at the end 
of the students’ degree 
program. 
 
Revise PLO statement for 
exegesis so that it reflects 
what is learned in the 
Hermeneutics class since 
this is where the majority of 
students will write their 
exegesis papers. 

   



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Year 1: 
 
Plans for improvement: (Provide the improvement plan, when it will be implemented, and person who will administer the improvement plan.) 

 
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 

Develop an instrument for 
assessing the biblical 
knowledge of upper-classmen. 

Spring 2020 Vincent Medina 

   

   

 
Year 1: 
 
Improvements made: (List completed improvement plans and dates of actual implementation.) 

  

Improvement Plan Implementation Date 

  

  

  

 
Year 2: 
 
Plans for improvement: (Provide the improvement plan, when it will be implemented, and person who will administer the improvement plan.) 



 
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 

   

   

   

 
Year 2: 
 
Improvements made: (List completed improvement plans and dates of actual implementation.) 

  

Improvement Plan Implementation Date 

  

  

  

 
Year 3: 
 
Plans for improvement: (Provide the improvement plan, when it will be implemented, and person who will administer the improvement plan.) 

 
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 

   

   

   

 
Year 3: 
 
Improvements made: (List completed improvement plans and dates of actual implementation.) 

  

Improvement Plan Implementation Date 



  

  

  

 
Year 4: 
 
Plans for improvement: (Provide the improvement plan, when it will be implemented, and person who will administer the improvement plan.) 

 
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 

   

   

   

 
Year 4: 
 
Improvements made: (List completed improvement plans and dates of actual implementation.) 

  

Improvement Plan Implementation Date 

  

  

  

 

 
 
 

 
 


