Minnesota State University Moorhead
2007-2008 Assessment Report Cover Sheet
(An electronic version of this form can be accessed at http://www.mnstate.edu/assess)

Note: All non-accredited programs are required to complete this form. Include Assessment
Reporting Forms for each learning outcome assessed.

Academic Program: East Asian Studies Major (Japanese)
Department: Languages and Cultures

College: Arts and Humanities

Date: October 31, 2007

1. Name(s) of Department Assessment Coordinator and/or Assessment Committee
Members

Dr. Su_Lin Tai and Dr. Takanori Mita

2. List of All Student Learning Outcomes. (List all outcomes, placing an asterisk (*) by the
outcomes you are assessing this year.)

*Listening comprehension, *writing, and *reading skills

3. Describe how your program has addressed the comments from the Student Learning
Outcomes Assessment Committee during the past two academic years? (If you have made
changes to your plan, file a revised Assessment Plan Cover Sheet and Assessment Planning
Form(s).)

This is our first assessment report.

4. If you have received an Instructional Improvement Grant in the past two years, identify
the outcomes on which the grant was based and provide a summary here of the results

from your grant.

N/A

5. Signatures

Department Chair or Program Director Dean or Director

Required Attachments:



1. Assessment Reporting Forms
2. Records of department meetings when Assessment Report was discussed and approved.



Minnesota State University Moorhead
2007-2008 Assessment Reporting Form
(An electronic version of this form can be accessed at http://www.mnstate.edu/assess)

Instructions: Include this form for each student learning outcome assessed during the previous
vear. Include Assessment Report Cover Sheet.

Academic Program: East Asian Studies Major (Japanese)

1. Learning outcome assessed (please include the number of the outcome to correspond
with the list on the cover sheet).

2. Writing skills

2. Describe assessment measure used for this learning outcome (attach instrument or
rubric)

I modified Japenese Proficiency Test, which is widlely used to assess nonnative speakers of
Japanesese as an assessment tool for undergraduate and graduate admissions. I
constructed a Beginning Intermediate proficiency test. This assessemt area is mainly made
up of grammar, structures, vocabulary, and Kanji writing/reading skills, which skill
components assessed the students’ general writing skills.

3. Expected/satisfactory student results (from assessment plan)

The average score of the 201 class students for this category was 35.67 out of 73 or 48.9%.
As the outcomes of two and half-semester experienced students, the 48.9% performance
was very good as 60% on the test is the official passing score. The post 300 level students
(six-semester language experience with one year academic life in Japan) reached a high
80% level in this category.

4. Actual results from the past year (attach additional information, if necessary)

N/A

5. Describe and explain available trend data for student performance on this outcome over
the past several years. In other words, describe how the results of this measure have
changed over the past several years.

N/A

6. Proposed action in response to results. (Please note if improvements can be made with

existing department resources. If improvements cannot be made with existing department
resources, consider applying for an Instructional Improvement Grant.)



Currently we have four exchange institutions in Japan. We send four to six students each
year. As the assessment outcomes clearly showed, an academic life in Japan was a positive
factor for our students’ high quality outcomes. However, merely sending students to Japan
regardless of their terminal quality of 200 level is not the answer. We need to produce good
quality students who have a potentiality to acquire a high intermediate proficiency level in
Japan with a two-semester academic life in Japan. For that purpose the 100 and 200 level
learning activities at MSUM must be organized for the expected outcomes prescribed by
Japanese Proficiency Test.



Minnesota State University Moorhead
2007-2008 Assessment Reporting Form
(An electronic version of this form can be accessed at http://www.mnstate.edu/assess)

Instructions: Include this form for each student learning outcome assessed during the previous
vear. Include Assessment Report Cover Sheet.

Academic Program: East Asian Studies Major (Japanese)

1. Learning outcome assessed (please include the number of the outcome to correspond
with the list on the cover sheet).

1. Listening comprehension skills

2. Describe assessment measure used for this learning outcome (attach instrument or
rubric)

I modified Japenese Proficiency Test, which is widlely used to assess nonnative speakers of
Japanesese as an assessment tool for undergraduate and graduate admissions. I
constructed a Beginning Intermediate proficiency test.

Two stories were read aloud. Questions about the main stream of the stories were given.
The average score was 2.67 out of 4.

3. Expected/satisfactory student results (from assessment plan)

Culture imbedded stories were not easy for the 201 class students who had no life
experience in the target culture. On the other hand those who had one year academic
experience had less difficulty with such questions. The average score (201 students) for this
category (4 points) was 2.67 or 66.8%, while the post 300 level students’ was 4 or 100%.

To help students to get used to the authentic oral speed and culture-imbedded interaction, I
usually used the target language in class for instruction and interactive activities. Such
communicative activities helped the students comprehend authentic stream of the
language. The average 2.67 (66.8%) of the 201 students' score implies the positive side of
the program.

4. Actual results from the past year (attach additional information, if necessary)

N/A

5. Describe and explain available trend data for student performance on this outcome over
the past several years. In other words, describe how the results of this measure have

changed over the past several years.

N/A



6. Proposed action in response to results. (Please note if improvements can be made with
existing department resources. If improvements cannot be made with existing department
resources, consider applying for an Instructional Improvement Grant.)

Currently we have four exchange institutions in Japan. We send four to six students each
year. As the assessment outcomes clearly showed, an academic life in Japan was a positive
factor for our students’ high quality outcomes. However, merely sending students to Japan
regardless of their terminal quality of 200 level is not the answer. We need to produce good
quality students who have a potentiality to acquire a high intermediate proficiency level in
Japan with a two-semester academic life in Japan. For that purpose the 100 and 200 level
learning activities at MSUM must be organized for the expected outcomes prescribed by
Japanese Proficiency Test.



Minnesota State University Moorhead
2007-2008 Assessment Reporting Form
(An electronic version of this form can be accessed at http://www.mnstate.edu/assess)

Instructions: Include this form for each student learning outcome assessed during the previous
vear. Include Assessment Report Cover Sheet.

Academic Program: East Asian Studies Major (Japanese)

1. Learning outcome assessed (please include the number of the outcome to correspond
with the list on the cover sheet).

3. Reading skills

2. Describe assessment measure used for this learning outcome (attach instrument or
rubric)

I modified Japenese Proficiency Test, which is widlely used to assess nonnative speakers of
Japanesese as an assessment tool for undergraduate and graduate admissions. I
constructed a Beginning Intermediate proficiency test.

The reading skills assessment were made up of five questions for one long culture-
imbedded story.

3. Expected/satisfactory student results (from assessment plan)

The reading section was the toughest part as culture-imbedded logic and expressions were
incorporated. The average score of the 201 class students was 4.56 or 45.6%. The post 300
level students’ average score was 6 or 60%. As reading comprehension requires
comprehensive language skills, students need a long range learning activities starting at the
very beginning level. The average 45.6% of the 201 class students is telling that the
Japanese program in the reading skills area is also guiding the students on the right track.

4. Actual results from the past year (attach additional information, if necessary)

N/A

5. Describe and explain available trend data for student performance on this outcome over
the past several years. In other words, describe how the results of this measure have
changed over the past several years.

N/A

6. Proposed action in response to results. (Please note if improvements can be made with

existing department resources. If improvements cannot be made with existing department
resources, consider applying for an Instructional Improvement Grant.)



Currently we have four exchange institutions in Japan. We send four to six students each
year. As the assessment outcomes clearly showed, an academic life in Japan was a positive
factor for our students’ high quality outcomes. However, merely sending students to Japan
regardless of their terminal quality of 200 level is not the answer. We need to produce good
quality students who have a potentiality to acquire a high intermediate proficiency level in
Japan with a two-semester academic life in Japan. For that purpose the 100 and 200 level
learning activities at MSUM must be organized for the expected outcomes prescribed by
Japanese Proficiency Test.



Records of Meetings
East Asian Studies (Chinese and Japanese)

Dr. Tai and Dr. Mita gathered and discussed informally a number of times regarding the
construction of the assessment tool and expected outcomes. We gathered formerly on
October 30 and 31, 2007 to discuss the final outcomes of the tests. Dr. Su-Lin had three
students who completed 300 courses and Dr. Mita had only two students available for
taking the assessment test. Dr. Mita included 201 class students to predict the 201
students’ future outcomes.

Committee Members Signature Date

Takanori Mita

Su-Lin Tai
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