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Part I: Cover Page 
UNM Academic Programs/Unit Combined Assessment Plan and Report Template 

The University of New Mexico 

College, Department and Date: 

College/School/Branch Campus:  
Department:   
Date:   
Active Plan Years (select the three year cycle that applies): 

AY16/17-18/19    AY17/18-19/20 AY18/19-20/21 AY19/20-21/22 

Academic Program of Study:* 

Degree or Certificate level: Name of the program: 

Note: Academic Program of Study is defined as an approved course of study leading to a certificate or degree reflected on a UNM 
transcript. A graduate-level program of study typically includes a capstone experience (e.g. thesis, dissertation, professional paper or 
project, comprehensive exam, etc.). 

Contact Person(s) for the Assessment Plan (include at least one name, title and email address): 

• 
• 
• 

Dean / Associate Dean / CARC Approval Signature: 

SECTION I-1 
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Part II: Assessment PLAN 
UNM Academic Programs/Unit Combined Assessment Plan and Report Template 

The University of New Mexico 

Please identify at least one of your program goals: 

Program Goal #1: 

EĞĞĚ�ŚĞůƉ�ĨŽƌŵƵůĂƚŝŶŐ�ǇŽƵƌ�WƌŽŐƌĂŵ�'ŽĂůƐ͍��ůŝĐŬ�ŚĞƌĞ�ĨŽƌ�ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů�ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�hED�
KĨĨŝĐĞ�ŽĨ��ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ��ĐĂĚĞŵŝĐ�WƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ZĞǀŝĞǁ͘

Program Goal #Ϯ: 

Program Goal #3: 

Program Goal #ϰ: 

Program Goal #ϱ: 

SECTION II-1 
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Please use the grid below to align your program goals to your student learning outcomes and assessment plans: 

Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) 
For each row in the table, provide a SLO. 
If needed, add more rows. A SLO may be 
targeted by or aligned with more than 
one program goal. If a program awards 
more than one degree (i.e., B.S., M.A. 
etc.), the SLOs for graduate and 
undergraduate must be different. 
Graduate degree SLOs must be different 
(Master ≠ Doctorate). 

Program 
Goal # 
Please list the 
Program 
Goal(s) that 
the SLOs are 
aligned 
under. Use 
the 
numbering 
system 
(1,2,3..) 
assigned 
above. 

UNM Student 
Learning Goals 
Check as 
appropriate: 
K=Knowledge; 
S=Skills; 
R=Responsibility 

Assessment Measures 
Provide a description of the 
assessment instrument used to 
measure the SLO. 

Performance Benchmark 
What is the program’s 
benchmark (quantitative 
goal/criteria of success for each 
given assessment measure)? 
State the program’s “criteria for 
success” or performance 
benchmark target for 
successfully meeting the SLO 
(i.e., At least 70% of the 
students will pass the 
assessment with a score of 70 or 
higher.) 

Student 
Population(s) 
Describe the sampled 
population, including 
the total number of 
students and classes 
assessed. See note 
below. 

K S R 

&or additional guidance on SLOs, click 
here.

&or additional guidance on 
assessment measures, click 
here.

http://assessment.unm.edu/Assessment-Resources/assessment-examples.html
http://assessment.unm.edu/Assessment-Resources/assessment-examples.html
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NOTE: State explicitly whether the program’s assessment will include evidence from all students in the program or a sample (by student, by 
course section, by milestone). When possible, it is best to study the entire population of students in your program. However, in larger programs 
it may be more pragmatic to study a sample of the students instead. If sampling, please describe the course sections and/or the milestones. If 

you have questions about appropriate sampling, please contact your unit’s assessment representative or the Office of Assessment at 
assess@unm.edu or (505) 277-4130. 

Please use the area below to elaborate on your assessment plans. 

Assessing and analyzing student learning outcomes: 

a. Please describe the student artifact/performance that you will use to gather your assessment data?

b. Does your program assess all SLOs every year, or are they assessed on a staggered, three-year cycle? If staggered, please

describe which SLOs will be assessed for each year. If a table better describes your response, insert it here.

c. What is the process you will use to review, analyze and interpret your assessment data?

SECTION II-Ϯ 

mailto:assess@unm.edu
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d. What is the process you will use to communicate and implement your assessment results?
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Part III: Assessment REPORT Body 
UNM Academic Programs/Unit Combined Assessment Plan and Report Template 

The University of New Mexico 

In response to last year’s assessment report, please: 

a. Describe the program changes that were implemented.

b. Describe any revisions to your assessment process that were made for this reporting cycle.

Please use the grid and narrative responses below to discuss your assessment results from this year: 

SECTION III-1 
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SLOs (from PLAN above) 

SLOs are from your entries in 
the PLAN above that were measured during 
this year: 

Student Population 

Describe the sampled population, including 
the total number of students and classes 
assessed. 

Results* 

State whether the performance benchmark was met, not met, or exceeded AND the 
total number of students assessed (i.e., Exceeded, 95 out of 111 (86%) students) 

&or additional guidance on reporting results, click here.

http://assessment.unm.edu/Assessment-Resources/assessment-examples.html
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SLOs (from PLAN above) Student Population Results* 

NOTE: An asterisk (*) denotes that relevant data/evidence must be included for that column (refer to the “Annual Assessment Cycle Process” diagram for guidance). Evidence 
associated with program improvements/changes that are actually made or implemented have to be provided the next academic year/assessment period. 
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Wlease use the area below to elaborate on your findings. 

Please identify the SLOs that did not meet your benchmark defined in the Assessment Plan.  Elaborate on what you think contributed to this: 

In response to this assessment report, please answer the following questions: 

a. Who participated in the assessment process (the gathering of evidence, the analysis/interpretation, recommendations)?

b. Data Analysis: Describe strengths and/or weaknesses of each SLO in students’ learning/performance based on the data results
you provided in the table above (e.g., Even though the benchmark was met, 40% of the students struggled with Topic X …).

SECTION III-2 
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Đ͘ �ĂƐĞĚ�ŽŶ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ�ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚŝƐ�ǇĞĂƌ�ĂŶĚ�ůĂƐƚ�ǇĞĂƌ͕�ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǇŽƵ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚ͗

� Describe any revisions to your assessment process that will be made for the next reporting cycle.

d. How, when, and to whom will results and recommendations be communicated�ŝŶ�Ă�ŵĞĂŶŝŶŐĨƵů�ǁĂǇ?

� Describe any ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ�;Ğ͘Ő͕͘�ĐƵƌƌŝĐƵůƵŵ͕�ŝŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕�ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘


	Blank Page

	School_Branch_Campus: [CAS]
	Department Name:  Department of Economics 
	Date of Template Completion_af_date:  June 1, 2017 
	Active Plan Year 18/19-20-21: Off
	Active Plan Year 19/20-21/22: Off
	Degree: [B.A.]
	Program Name:  B.A. Economics 
	Name title and email 1:  Cristina Reiser, Lecturer III, creiser@unm.edu 
	Name title and email 2:  
	Name title and email 3:  
	Active Plan Year 16/17-18/19: Off
	Active Plan Year 17/18-19/20: Off
	Pg1:  THEORY: Mastery of basic economic theory. 
	Pg5: COMMUNICATION: Communicate economic ideas.
and PROGRAM GOAL #6: ECONOMIC CITIZENSHIP: Consideration of alternative viewpoints on policy issue
	Pg2:  INSTITUTIONAL CONTEXT: Familiarity with institutions that shape economic behavior. 
	Pg3:  DATA ANALYSIS: Use of data sources, methods, tools and analysis used in economics 
	Pg4:  CRITICAL THINKING: Apply, evaluate and critique economic models. 
	PG1: 1
	AM1: 1. Embedded questions across ECON 300 sections. This is a direct measure. 
2. Embedded questions across ECON 303 sections. 
3. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure. 
	PB1:  1 and 2: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
 3: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP1: Sample population includes students in a selection of ECON 300 and ECON 303 courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG2:  2 
	AM2:  1. Assignment scored using a rubric in an upper-level elective course. This is a direct measure.
 2. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure. 
	PB2:  1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the SLO.
 2: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP2: Sample population includes students in a selection of upper-level elective courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes and how many courses are offered during the year. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG3:  3 
	AM3:  1. Assignment scored using a rubric in ECON 309 sections. This is a direct measure.  course. This is a direct measure.
 2. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure. 
	PB3:  1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
 2: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP3:  Sample population includes students in a selection of ECON 309 courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	K1: Yes
	S1: Yes
	R1: Off
	K2: Yes
	S2: Yes
	R2: Yes
	K3: Yes
	S3: Yes
	R3: Off
	SP8: Note:  The program assessment plan ensures that evidence from all majors will be collected at some point through their progression to graduation. All majors firstly provide evidence through their required courses (ECON 300, ECON 303, ECON 309) and through the participation in the senior survey. A major will also provide evidence through any one of the six upper-level electives chosen. 
	PG4:  3 
	AM4:  1. Assignment scored using a rubric in an upper-level elective course. This is an direct measure. 
 2. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure. 
	PB4:  1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
2: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP4: Sample population includes students in a selection of upper-level elective courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes and how many courses are offered during the year. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG5:  4 
	AM5: 1. Assignment scored using a rubric in an upper-level elective course. This is a direct measure.
2. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure
	PB5:   1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
2: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP5: Sample population includes students in a selection of upper-level elective courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes and how many courses are offered during the year. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG6:  5 
	AM6:  1. Embedded questions across ECON 300 sections. This is a direct measure. 
 2. Embedded questions across ECON 303 sections. This is a direct measure. 
 3. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure. 
	PB6:  1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
 2: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the question. 
 3: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP6: Sample population includes students in a selection of ECON 300 and ECON 303 courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG7:  6 (printed below Program Goal #5) 
	AM7:  1. Assignment scored using a rubric in an upper-level elective course. This is a direct measure. 
 2. Senior Survey, which asks students to rate their own understanding of each SLO. This is an indirect measure
	PB7:  1: 75% of students score “acceptable or better” on the SLO. 
 2: 75% of students rate themselves as “proficient” or better for this SLO. 
	SP7: Sample population includes students in a selection of upper-level elective courses. Total number of students assessed depends on enrollment in these classes and how many courses are offered during the year. Please see "note" in bottom row.
	PG8: 
	AM8: 
	PB8: 
	K4: Yes
	S4: Yes
	R4: Off
	K8: Off
	S8: Off
	R8: Off
	K7: Off
	S7: Yes
	R7: Yes
	K6: Off
	S6: Yes
	R6: Off
	K5: Off
	S5: Yes
	R5: Yes
	Artifact: Please see "Assessment Measures" in Section II-C for a description of artifacts/performances used for each student's learning outcome. 
 
Economics majors are required to take three 300-level core courses – ECON 300: Intermediate Microeconomic Theory, ECON 303: Intermediate Macroeconomic Theory, and ECON 309: Introductory Statistics and Econometrics. These core courses provide the foundational skills that our majors require in terms of the theoretical and empirical aspects of the discipline. It is within these courses that SLOs A1, C1, and E1 will be assessed. Each instructor will report results back to the undergraduate assessment coordinator to be aggregated and used in the assessment report. 
 
Outside of these core courses, students must also complete eighteen hours of upper level electives (fifteen credit hours of 300-level electives and at least one 400-level elective course). The department offers a variety of upper-level electives each semester on a rotating basis; where each elective may not, by itself, cover the remaining SLOs (B1, C2, D1, and F1). As such, the department assessment coordinator will collaborate with faculty to decide which “course(s)-assignment pair” will be used for assessment purposes. Each instructor will report results back to the undergraduate assessment coordinator to be aggregated and used in the assessment report. (As a hypothetical example, in Year 1 SLO C2 might be assessed using a research project in ECON 408: Forecasting. In Year 2, SLO B1 might be assessed using a case study in ECON 421: Latin American Economics, and SLOs D1 and F1 might be assessed using a paper in ECON 342: Environmental Economics.)
 
In summary, our assessment measures 
 
(1) consist of a minimum of four direct measures: (i) embedded question in ECON 300, (ii) embedded question in ECON 303, (iii) scored lab assignment in ECON 309, (iv) and any number of assignments (e.g., case study, research paper, journal article review) in various upper-level electives.
(2) consist of one indirect measure: student self-evaluation of each SLO
(3) use evidence from all majors (see section below)
(4) ensure each SLO is assessed using at least two measures
(5) ensure each SLO is assessed using at least one direct measure and one indirect measure
  
	Staggered:  Staggered: 
Year 1: A1, C1, C2, and E1
Year 2: B1, D1, F1
Year 3: A1, C1, C2, and E1 
	Process: A.  Who 
Faculty, department advisor(s), and graduate teaching students are encouraged to participate in the assessment process. 
 
The Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator (UAC), a faculty member, will have the primary responsibility of creating the assessment rubrics in consultation with other faculty, ensuring assessments are appropriate, gathering student work, interpreting the data, and preparing/submitting reports to the faculty and to CAS Assessment. 
 
The UAC will also host an annual Undergraduate Assessment Workshop, where the previous years’ assessment results, instruments, and recommendations will be discussed. Faculty, graduate teaching instructors, and department academic advisors are invited to attend.  
 
The Undergraduate Committee will convene after the workshop to develop any recommendations for improvement. A summary of the assessment report and any recommendations will be considered to the faculty as a whole at a monthly faculty meeting.
 
B.  Revising assessment instruments, curriculum and pedagogy to improve student learning
After the gathering of assessment data is collected, the Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator (UAC) hosts an annual Undergraduate Assessment Workshop (typically in the Fall semester), where the previous years’ assessment results, instruments, and recommendations will be discussed. Faculty, graduate teaching instructors, and department academic advisors are invited to attend.  
 
In large part, the workshop is intended to bring the faculty, graduate teaching instructors, and department academic advisors together to take stock of how we are doing and discuss plans for improving the program. The agenda includes a brief presentation of assessment results followed by discussion on changes to assessment mechanisms, curriculum design, pedagogy, and the assessment plan itself. 
 
After the workshop, the Undergraduate Committee convenes to summarize the workshop discussion and decide upon any recommendations to improve the program. These recommendations are written, by the UAC, in a report to the faculty. 
 
This report to the faculty, along with a summary of assessment results, is presented to the faculty at a faculty meeting.
 
	Process2: Every year at the Undergraduate Assessment Workshop, recommendations are discussed based on a summary of assessment results. Then, the Undergraduate Committee meets to formalize recommendations, where the Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator writes a brief report to the faculty. This report is communicated to the entire Department of Economics faculty at a faculty meeting where any recommendations with voting approval required are discussed in greater detail.
 
	SLO1: Students will be able to explain, graph and analyze key economics models.
	SLO2: Students will be able to analyze the economics and institutional arrangements of specific regions, countries, organizations, localities, industries or firms
	SLO3: Students will be able to generate and interpret summary statistics and regression models.
	SLO4: Students will be able to identify data sources, describe appropriate empirical tools, and perform research on data they retrieve from original surveys, or official and industry sources.
	SLO5: Students will be able to evaluate economic issues and public policy by using economic models or data analysis while identifying underlying assumptions of the model(s) and limitations.
	SLO6: Students will be able to effectively communicate economic ideas.
	Pop1: Not assessed this AY
	Pop2: Direct Measure: 74 students submitted assignments from 4 upper-level elective courses that were scored against a rubric. Note that a student may have submitted more than one assignment if enrolled in multiple classes. 
 
Indirect Measure: 18 of 62 graduates participated in the Senior Survey. 
 
	Pop3: Not assessed this AY
	Pop4: Not assessed this AY
	Pop5: Direct Measure: 88 students submitted assignments from 5 upper-level elective courses that were scored against a rubric. Note that a student may have submitted more than one assignment if enrolled in multiple classes. 
 
Indirect Measure: 18 of 62 graduates participated in the Senior Survey. 
 
	Pop6: Not assessed this AY
	Results1: Not assessed this AY
	Results2: Direct Measure: PASSED. 83.78% of students scored acceptable or better
 
Indirect Measure: Result: PASSED. 93.75% of students stated they have studied the economics and institutional arrangements of specific regions, countries, localities, organizations, industries or firms through written and oral presentations. Note: We have made great improvements in providing students opportunities to learn about institutional context. For example, last year only 58.82% of students stated they were given this opportunity for producing written reports; two years ago only 33.33% stated they were given the opportunity for producing oral reports. 
 
	Results3: Not assessed this AY
	Results4: Not assessed this AY
	Results5: Direct Measure: PASSED. 89.77% of students scored acceptable or better. 
 
Indirect Measure: PASSED. 93.75% of students rated themselves as proficient in evaluating public policy issues; 100% in analyzing data and identifying underlying assumptions of models and limitations of data; 100% can distinguish between positive and normative claims. Note: We have made great improvements in this SLO. For example, last year only 64.71% of students stated proficiency in analyzing data and identifying limitations; while 70.59% could distinguish between positive and normative claims. 
 
	Results6: Not assessed this AY
	SLO7: Students will be able to formulate informed opinions on policy issues and recognize the validity of opposing viewpoints.
	Results7: Direct Measure: PASSED. 85.36% of students scored acceptable or better
 
 Indirect Measure: PASSED. 93.75% of students stated they were encouraged to formulate informed opinions on policy issues; 87.50% state they were encouraged to recognize the validity of viewpoints other than their own. Note: We have shown continuous improvement here, with ratings higher than the last 8 year average. 
 
	Pop7: Direct Measure: 82 students submitted assignments from 4 upper-level elective courses that were scored against a rubric. Note that a student may have submitted more than one assignment if enrolled in multiple classes. 
	SLO8: 
	Results8: 
	Pop8: 
	SLOs that didnt meet benchmark: N/A
	Participants: This is a full faculty effort. While the Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator takes the lead in the coordination with faculty, gathering of and analysis of evidence, and writing of plans and reports, it is the contribution of all faculty members that leads to valuable discussion and recommendations. This year, the Undergraduate Committee met to discuss results with no recommendations requiring a faculty vote this fall semester. A brief report to the faculty will be provided during the spring where comments and any other feedback are provided. 
 
	DataAnalysis: Students have performed very well in all assessed SLOs, with each surpassing its benchmark. Importantly, the percentage of students passing each SLO (direct measures) and the % of students rating themselves as proficient in the SLO (indirect measure) *has increased each year*. 
 
While we see success in the SLOs, our senior survey also asks our graduating seniors open-ended questions on the department's strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities for improvement. One of the most often stated suggestions is to provide more technical, math oriented courses or sequencing for students wishing to attend graduate school. Based on this year's assessment results, one of the Undergraduate Committee’s tasks for spring is to evaluate the costs and benefits of offering (1) ECON 407: Math Methods in Economics every year and (2) a B.S. in Economics. 
 
	Program Changes: Note: Section III-1 (a) and Section III-2 (c), first bullet point are linked - whatever is typed in one box automatically fills in the other:
 
Program Changes in response to last year’s results: In response to a growing demand for courses from both non-traditional and traditional students, we developed three elective courses online. These include ECON 315: Money and Banking, ECON 330: Consumer Economics and ECON 335: Health Economics. 
 
Program Changes in response to this year’s assessment: Based on this year's assessment results, the Undergraduate Committee will convene in the spring to evaluate the costs and benefits of (1) offering ECON 407: Math Methods in Economics on a yearly basis and (2) offering a B.S. in Economics
 
	Revisions: Note: Section III-1 (b) and Section III-2 (c), second bullet point are linked - whatever is typed in one box automatically fills in the other:  Assessment Changes in response to this year’s results: Due to major changes in Gen Ed (i.e., recertification and new assessment), the fall assessment workshop was replaced by a smaller meeting of the Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator and the Undergraduate Committee. A spring workshop is being presented that covers assessment and trends in undergraduate economics.   Assessment Changes in response to this year’s assessment: We will continue to use our new assessment plan, making any changes the Review Committee from CARC sees fit.   
	Communication: The Undergraduate Committee has met to discuss any possible recommendations.  The Committee will reconvene in the spring to discuss the two possible recommendations of including ECON 407: Math Methods in Economics and a B.S. in Economics. Any recommendations are written in a report and presented to the faculty at a faculty meeting. In addition, the Undergraduate Committee plans to host a spring workshop that focuses on assessment and trends in undergraduate teaching in economics, where all faculty and graduate students are invited to participate.
	Program Changes2: Note: Section III-1 (a) and Section III-2 (c), first bullet point are linked - whatever is typed in one box automatically fills in the other:
 
Program Changes in response to last year’s results: In response to a growing demand for courses from both non-traditional and traditional students, we developed three elective courses online. These include ECON 315: Money and Banking, ECON 330: Consumer Economics and ECON 335: Health Economics. 
 
Program Changes in response to this year’s assessment: Based on this year's assessment results, the Undergraduate Committee will convene in the spring to evaluate the costs and benefits of (1) offering ECON 407: Math Methods in Economics on a yearly basis and (2) offering a B.S. in Economics
 
	Revisions2: Note: Section III-1 (b) and Section III-2 (c), second bullet point are linked - whatever is typed in one box automatically fills in the other:  Assessment Changes in response to this year’s results: Due to major changes in Gen Ed (i.e., recertification and new assessment), the fall assessment workshop was replaced by a smaller meeting of the Undergraduate Assessment Coordinator and the Undergraduate Committee. A spring workshop is being presented that covers assessment and trends in undergraduate economics.   Assessment Changes in response to this year’s assessment: We will continue to use our new assessment plan, making any changes the Review Committee from CARC sees fit.   


