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I. ASSESSMENT MEASURES EMPLOYED

During year two of the assessment cycle the Program Director evaluates data relevant to the Second Learning Outcome of the Program:

· Learning Outcome 2: Graduates of the Program will know how to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective.

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

· Student programs of study

· Student paper portfolios

· Prospectus defenses

· Thesis project defenses

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 two is gathered.

(b) The following persons participated in this process:

1.
Program Faculty

2.
Program Advisory Committee

3.
Student Thesis/Project Committees

4.
Program Director

(c) How these persons participated in the assessment process:

1. Faculty teaching the required seminars fill out assessment questionnaires when grading final papers. This questionnaire asks two questions relevant to the assessment of outcome two:

· Does the topic of the paper reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

· Does the source material reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

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

· Does the topic of the proposed thesis reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

· Does the source material reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

2b. At the prospectus defense the Program Director also asks the student several assessment questions. Two of these questions are relevant to the assessment of outcome two:

· Through your coursework in the Humanities Program have you learned how to study subject from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

· How does your proposed thesis topic reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

3a. Members of each student’s thesis project committee fill out assessment questionnaires at the thesis project defense. This questionnaire asks two questions relevant to the assessment of outcome two:

· Does the topic of the project/thesis reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

· Does the source material reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

3b. At the thesis project defense the Chair of the Committee also asks the student several assessment questions. Two of these questions are relevant to the assessment of outcome two:

· As a student in the Humanities Program have you learned how to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

· How does your project/thesis reflect your mastery of a subject from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective?

4. The Program Director participates in the assessment process on every level:

· She regularly reviews student programs of study and advises student in the program on course selection.

· She advises program faculty on course content and requirements.

· She conducts the Prospectus defenses

· She consults with the student’s thesis/project committee to ensure satisfactory completion of the thesis/project.

II. ASSESSMENT FINDINGS:

During year two of the assessment cycle the Program Director evaluates data relevant to the Second Learning Outcome of the Program:

· Learning Outcome 2: Graduates of the Program will know how to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective.

(a) Results of Assessment Questions measuring Learning Outcome Two (scale of 1 to 5):

	
	HUM 700
	HUM 710
	HUM 720
	Prospectus defenses
	Thesis

defenses
	Mean



	Topics
	5.0
	3.6
	5.0
	4.85
	3.66
	4.42

	Sources
	5.0
	3.5
	5.0
	4.83
	4.0
	4.46

	Mean
	5.0
	3.55
	5.0
	4.84
	3.83
	


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

Students uniformly responded that their work in the Master of Humanities Program has taught them to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective. The interdisciplinary nature of student theses and project was quite impressive. Students combined history with music and race, literature with art and classics, and women’s studies with history, music and race.

(c) Interpretation of Assessment Findings:

The assessment findings indicate that Learning Outcome Two is being met. Students in the Master of Humanities Program are learning to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective. 

· The Program Director’s ongoing review of individual programs of study ensures that the students take a diverse selection of courses.

· The questionnaires completed by faculty teaching the core humanities courses indicate that students are writing research papers that in both their topics and sources reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective. The mean score for students in HUM 700 & HUM 710 was 5.0, indicating that the assessment benchmark of 100% yes response was achieved. In HUM 710: Research Methods in the Humanities the students performed less well in this regard than in the other two courses, with a mean score of 3.55. In this course students had greater choice in topic selection, which may account for this result.

· The questionnaires completed by faculty participating in prospectus and thesis defenses indicate that students are writing theses and projects that in both their topics and sources reflect an interdisciplinary humanities perspective. The mean score for student prospectuses was 4.84, indicating that the program failed to achieve the assessment benchmark of 100% yes responses by .16 points. The mean score for student thesis defenses was 3.83, indicating that the program failed to achieve the assessment benchmark by 1.17 points. Because only one student, however, defended a thesis during the past year, the figure does not reflect a representative sample.

· There is a gap between student responses to assessment questions and actual assessment questionnaire scores.

3. PROGRAM IMPORVEMENTS

The questionnaire responses indicate the program is succeeding in teaching students how to study subjects from an interdisciplinary humanities perspective. The program, however, did not meet its benchmark of 100% yes responses, achieving mean scores of 4.42 and 4.46 on the two measures relevant to this outcome. This shortfall indicates that students, faculty, and thesis advisors need to devote more time to interdisciplinary approaches.

4. ASSESSMENT PLAN COMPLIANCE

I have not yet had an assessment meeting of all participants in the assessment process. Now that I have findings for two years of the assessment process, 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. During the past year, the administrative assistant for the Humanities Program assisted me in this effort, which increased compliance. 

5. NEW ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENTS

None
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