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1. The General Education Learning Outcomes for Area Four.  

 

a. Students will recognize and critically discuss significant creative, philosophical and religious works

b. Students will understand the complex blend of personal vision, social-cultural background, ethical values and aesthetic judgment in such works

c. Students will discuss the diverse means of communication in such works

2. Based on these outcomes, the specific performance criteria in this area.

In essays or essay answers on exams students will successfully
· address a significant aspect of a creative, philosophical, or religious work.  

· relate an artistic, philosophical, or religious work to its social-cultural background.

· relate an artistic, philosophical, or religious work to the personal vision of the artist, writer, philosopher, or religious thinker.

· relate an artistic, philosophical, or religious work to the ethical values of the individual creator, of the period in which it was created, and/or of today.

· relate an artistic, philosophical, or religious work to the personal aesthetics of its creator, the aesthetics of its time, and/or the aesthetics of today.
· analyze the formal means of communication used in a work of literature, a philosophical work, a religious work, a play, a work of art, or a work of music.
Students will correctly answer marker questions on exams indicating that they can

· identify a particular work of music or art

· articulate the criteria by which a particular medium and/or style is evaluated 

· identify the cultural period of an artist, musician, or playwright

· identify the cultural period to which a work of art, music, or literature belongs and relate specific aspects of that work to its cultural period.

3.  Assessment measures to be used to evaluate student achievement in Area 4.

Direct measures of student achievement

For writing intensive courses, portfolios of written work will be collected from sections at random and evaluated to ensure that students in these courses are meeting the learning outcomes of the courses. An evaluation rubric will address all three learning outcomes as well as the quality of the writing.

For non-writing intensive courses, marker questions will be developed by faculty in each subject area to address all three outcomes. Responses to essay questions on midterm and final examinations will be collected and copied from sections of these courses chosen at random. These exams will be evaluated to ensure that students in these courses are meeting the learning outcomes of the courses. Responses to other types of marker questions will be tabulated.
Indirect Measures of student achievement

Student and faculty focus groups will meet on a regular schedule to evaluate and discuss particular courses in Area 4.

The General Education Student Learning Outcomes Evaluation Form will be distributed on a regular basis to selected Area 4 courses.  The results will be tabulated and submitted to the appropriate dean’s office.  The results of the survey will be provided to the appropriate college committees, chairs, and instructors.
Qualitative evaluations of student achievement 
Portfolio evaluations and evaluations of essay questions will be conducted as described above.  Focus groups will also give us important qualitative information.

Quantitative evaluations of student achievement 
Data gathered from surveys and tabulation of marker questions will be compared from year to year to look for trends and identify particular areas in need of particular attention.

The General Education Student Learning Outcomes Evaluation Form will also provide quantitative data for assessment purposes.

4.  Assessment Schedule to be used
Area 4 will assess courses on the following three-year rotation. Each activity described below addresses all three learning outcomes for this area; thus at the end of a cycle each outcome would have been evaluated with three measures.

· Year 1—Development or review of “criteria for success” for evaluation of assessment materials coming from each course.  Development or review of marker and essay questions for ART/MUS/TH/MP courses.  Review of survey and focus group information collected previously.

· Year 2—Examination of marker and essay questions from ART 214, TH 214, MP 131, and MUS 214; preparation for portfolio review.

· Year 3—Examination of portfolios from all WI courses in Area 4 (Great Books courses and MUS 290); focus groups formed to evaluate courses.

5.  Collection, storage, retrieval, evaluation of data

Marker questions, evaluation rubrics, and “criteria for success” will be developed by an assessment committee made up of faculty regularly teaching Area 4 courses.  Every course (ART 214, CLS 204, ENG 204, MP 131, MUS 214, MUS 290, PHL 204, REL 204, and TH 214) should be represented by at least one faculty member.  The committee will be chaired by one of the Area 4 department chairs on a rotating basis, who will ensure that the committee is active in the appropriate year and that it reports its findings and subsequent activities based on those findings. 

Results will be distributed to all Area 4 faculty involved, to the chairs of all Area 4 departments, and to the CoLA Dean.  Department chairs and the Dean's office will make sure all results and recommendations are acted upon by department and college curriculum committees.  

Area Four General Education Program Assessment: 

Preliminary Report
The GE Area Four Assessment Committee met in winter and decided to proceed with collection of portfolios and other materials in sections of Great Books classes.  For the first year, the committee agreed to look at randomly selected writing portfolios in two sections of REL 204 and two sections of ENG 204, two of the four WI sections among the Area Four classes.  In effect, we are beginning with Year Three activities, since the absence of previously constituted focus groups means we do not have such information to review.  
There are several advantages in beginning with portfolio review: 
· Criteria for Success in WI Courses: A review of sample selected portfolios from WI classes will allow the committee to develop specific criteria for success in the WI courses of Area Four.  
· Evaluation Rubric: As part of the effort of developing specific criteria for success, the committee is developing an evaluation rubric that will permit us to relate observed strengths and weaknesses of student writing to the GE and WAC learning outcomes.  
· Time to Develop Marker Questions: Committee discussion revealed that developing effective marker questions for non-WI courses would be challenging and time-consuming.  We agreed that more time would be required for this development.  Beginning in the third year of the cycle will give the committee additional preparation time for these questions.

1. Preliminary Evaluation of Portfolios

Portfolios have been collected from two sections of REL 204 and two sections of ENG 204.  Preliminary review of the portfolios shows that students are meeting GE learning outcomes with mixed success.
a. Students recognize significant works of literature and religion.  They have much more trouble when asked to "critically discuss" such works.
b. Students appear to understand that works studied contain a "complex blend of personal vision, social-cultural background, ethical values and aesthetic judgment."  They find it much more difficult to discuss this complex blend.  However many students do appear able to relate works studied to one or two of these factors.

c. Students are regularly asked to "discuss the diverse means of communication" in religious and literary works, but they cannot do so in a consistently critical or informed manner.

These conclusions are drawn from a brief review of the portfolios by a few members of the committee.  The Assessment Committee will formally review the same items of writing using a rubric based on the draft below:

	DRAFT Area Four Portfolio Rubric DRAFT

for evaluating writing in WI classes

	Recognize and critically discuss important works                            Evaluation

	Exhibits understanding of work in question
	

	Shows ability to evaluate work critically
	

	Presents a reasonable discussion of work's formal features
	

	Thoughtfully evaluates work's place in history or canon
	

	Understand and discuss "complex blend" of factors                       Evaluation

	Successfully discusses artist/writer's personal vision in work
	

	Successfully discusses place of socio-cultural background in work
	

	Successfully discusses role of ethical values in work
	

	Successfully discusses place of esthetic judgment in work
	

	Shows understanding of blend of factors in each work
	

	Discuss the diverse means of communication                                 Evaluation

	Understands the language of the work
	

	Critically discusses the work's language 
	

	Demonstrates ability to relate work's language to meaning
	

	Overall Writing Evaluation                                                                   Evaluation   

	Writing is focused
	

	Writing is organized
	

	Writing demonstrates ability to think critically 
	

	Writing shows ability to cite aspects of work to support argument
	

	Writing is correct: Diction, mechanics, grammar, spelling
	

	Overall Average

	3 = better than passing        2 = passing     1 = borderline    0 = not passing

	


2. Formation of focus groups 

The committee will form faculty and student focus groups to provide information on GE Area Four courses.  These groups will meet in spring and early summer.

3.  The General Education Student Learning Outcomes Evaluation Form 
The committee will review the GE Student Learning Outcomes Evaluation form for Area Four (first distributed in spring 2005) for insight on Area Four courses.
