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1. ASSESSMENT MEASURES EMPLOYED

During year one of the assessment cycle the Program Director evaluates data relevant to the first Learning Outcome of the Program:

· Graduates of the Program will have effective research and writing skills.

(a) The following measures were used in the assessment of this outcome:

· Student paper portfolios (HUM 700-10, HUM 710-10, HUM 720-10)
· Prospectus defenses (5)
· Thesis project defenses (7)
Student paper portfolios consist of the final papers from each of the three required seminars, prospectuses, and completed thesis projects. It is from these papers that data relevant to the assessment of outcome one is gathered.

(b) The following persons participated in this process:

· Program Faculty

· Program Advisory Committee

· Student Thesis/Project Committees

· Program Director

1. Faculty teaching the required seminars fill out assessment questionnaires when grading final papers. This questionnaire asks three questions relevant to the assessment of outcome one:
· Does the paper demonstrate that the student properly uses MLA (or the equivalent) style?

· Does the paper have a clearly stated thesis?

· Has the student effectively developed this thesis in the body of the paper?

2. Members of the Humanities Program Advisory Committee fill out assessment 
questionnaires at the prospectus defense. This questionnaire asks three questions relevant to the assessment of outcome one:

· Does the prospectus demonstrate that the student properly uses MLA (or the equivalent) style?

· Does the prospectus have a clearly stated thesis?

· Has the student clearly described how this thesis will be developed in the project?

3. At the prospectus defense the Program Director also asks the student several 
assessment questions. One of these questions is relevant to the assessment of outcome one:

· Have you learned through your work in the Humanities Program to be an effective research writer?

4. Members of each student’s thesis project committee fill out assessment questionnaires at the thesis project defense. This questionnaire asks three questions relevant to the assessment of outcome one:
· Does the project/thesis demonstrate that the student properly uses MLA (or the equivalent) style?

· Does the project/thesis have a clearly stated thesis?

· Has the student effectively developed this thesis in the body of the project?

5. At the thesis project defense the Chair of the Committee also asks the student several assessment questions. One of these questions is relevant to the assessment of outcome one:
· Has completing your project/thesis helped you to become an effective research writer?

(c) It was at times difficult for the Program Director to supervise the assessment process and ensure compliance by all participants.

2. ASSESSMENT FINDINGS:

(a) Questionnaires (scale of 1 to 5):

	
	HUM 700
N = 10
	HUM 710 

N = 10
	HUM 720
N =10
	Prospectus defenses

N = 5
	Thesis

Defenses

N = 7
	Mean



	Q1
	3.8
	4.9
	4.8
	4.9
	4.37
	4.55

	Q2
	3.9
	4.5
	4.6
	3.7
	4.56
	4.25

	Q3
	3.4
	3.4
	4.2
	3.4
	4.44
	3.7

	Mean
	3.7
	4.27
	4.53
	4.0
	4.46
	


(b) Student responses to the assessment question from both prospectus and thesis 
defenses:

Students uniformly responded that their work in the Master of Humanities Program has helped them become effective research writers. For example, one student stated that “in addition to improving writing skills I now understand the value of looking at all sides of an argument, and I understand the value of defending the research question.” Another noted that “she believes her writing has helped her become more critical of her ideas and the presentation of them.”

(c) The assessment findings indicate that students in the Master of Humanities Program 
are becoming effective research writers. They also indicate one particular area in need of improvement: effective development of the thesis question.

3. PROGRAM IMPORVEMENTS

The responses to question three indicate that students, faculty, and thesis advisors need to devote more time to effective development of the thesis question.

4. ASSESSMENT PLAN COMPLIANCE

I have not yet had an assessment meeting of all participants in the assessment process. Now that I have the findings I will determine the most effective way of communicating them to the participants.

I also need to devise a method of more effectively ensuring compliance with the assessment process among faculty associated with the Program.

5. NEW ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENTS

None
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