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From: Lou Eastman, Associate Dean
Re:
College of Humanities and the Arts Assessment Report, Spring 2006

I am attaching the end of the spring 2006 semester assessment reports from the six departments and two schools in the College of Humanities and the Arts.

As there is considerable variation in the departments and their curricula within the College, it is not surprising that there is considerable variation in the reports. Professor Guenter, the main assessment facilitator for the College, and I agree that the departments all, in their own ways, responded to the seven questions on the form.

Art and Design, for example, has twelve undergraduate degree programs, ranging from Art History to Graphic Design. After reviewing their submissions, we think that a College facilitator should meet with the area coordinators in Art and Design to assist them in developing a system of assessment that looks at a few, distinct SLOs with demonstrated target evidence each semester. Nevertheless we do have fifteen assessment reports from Art and Design representing all of their degree programs.

The material from Foreign Languages includes reports from all degrees except the BA in German. That program is currently under review to determine its viability.

We have reports from all degree programs in the other departments. The School of Music and Dance is still working on spring, 2006 data, and we have no data or analysis yet from the Dance Program.

The major issue with assessment is making it a part of the culture of the University. I believe the College of Humanities and the Arts has made a good start. Obviously, further progress must be made. The Departments of Foreign Language, Humanities, and Television, Radio, Film and Theatre have made especially impressive strides. Professor Guenter and I believe the College is well underway in the task of making assessment an integral part its academic culture.

SCHOOL OF ART AND DESIGN

Degree Program: BA General Design Studies

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of Design practice, theory and history as measured by portfolio reviews, class 
assignments, and research papers

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams and portfolios in upper division art history and design courses are evaluated 
by the faculty. Two new fulltime Art History and theory faculty were hired last spring—one began in Fall 2005 and another in Spring 2006. A full assessment of how the addition of these new faculty members will affect the program will require assessment in the fall.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes, although because only one new fulltime professor was onboard, 
there was, as yet, insufficient data to evaluate thoroughly.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 


Two new faculty members have been hired to enhance the design history courses in Art 
History required of all General Design Studies majors. Initial student evaluations were 
positive, but it is too early to fully assess the impact of the new courses.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 


We plan to monitor the new and enhanced design history courses carefully.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators when 


Spring 2006 SOTE scores are available

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BA Art Studio Practice

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of Art practice, theory and history as measured by exhibitions, class 
assignments, and research papers

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class exhibitions were evaluated by the 
faculty. 

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The quality of the student work is improving due to the strengthening of the Foundations 
Program.  Facilities in the photography area need to be revamped for digital applications


Facilities in ceramics are aging and need attention so that students can work more efficiently

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


We will continue to monitor the Foundations Area and to work to upgrade facilities.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality of teaching and upgrade the facilities.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BA Art Preparation for Teaching

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of art history, education theory and studio practice demonstrated by class 
assignments, reflective writing, examinations, field experience and student teaching

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class exhibitions, and the quality of student 
teaching is evaluated by the faculty in the area as well as the Program Coordinators and 
Associate Chairs. 

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

Art Education needs a new full-time faculty member to direct the program and to carefully monitor the curriculum so that it meets the standards for single subject credentialing as set by the State of California.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 

We initiated a search for a new full-time faculty member. However, that search failed due to 
a lack of qualified candidates in the pool. We plan to search again in 2006/2007. The Program Coordinator met with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to identify new courses within the School of Art and Design which could function as electives for Preparation for Teaching and enhance that curriculum. Several courses were identified and the list of approved electives in the major was modified.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BFA Pictorial Art

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Knowledge of Art practice, theory and history as measured by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, an individual exhibition, and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, grades in the major, and class BFA exhibitions were evaluated by the faculty.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

The BFA Pictorial Area attracts strong, motivated students who maintain high standards as reflected in class grades.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


In order to maintain these high standards, fulltime faculty members should be hired to 
replace those who have recently retired.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: Digital Media Art

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Knowledge of Digital media, theory and history as measured by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, exhibitions, and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class BFA exhibitions were evaluated by the faculty.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

The BFA Digital Media Area is strong. However, currently there is only one full-time faculty member in the area. Students need more attention and advising than can be accomplished by one person.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


We plan to initiate a search for a new full-time faculty member.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: Photography

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Knowledge of photographic methods and techniques, theory, and history as measured by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, exhibitions, and the maintenance of a 
3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class BFA exhibitions were evaluated by the faculty.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

Photography must complete its conversion from a program that was entirely film-based to a program that incorporates a full range of digital applications into the curriculum.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


We are actively seeking space and funding to facilitate the change from a film-based to an 
integrated film and digital curriculum. We are also trying to retain support staff who have 
been instrumental in the conversion of facilities from film to digital by offering more 
competitive salaries.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to seek funding sources for the conversion of space to suit 
digital applications.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BFA Spatial Art

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Knowledge of dimensional art practice, theory and history as measured by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, an individual exhibition, and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class BFA exhibitions were evaluated by the faculty.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

The Spatial Area produces outstanding students in a variety of unique facilities. However, these facilities are aging and expensive to maintain. Faculty retirements require new full-time positions to maintain advising and mentoring opportunities for students. Students who want to produce narrative, figurative work need the opportunity for more focused study.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


A search for a new faculty member was postponed while the area discusses curricular 


priorities in the area. A new search is planned for 2006/2007 to address student demand for a 
faculty member with expertise in figurative sculpture.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to seek funding sources for the conversion of space to suit 
digital applications.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BFA Animation/Illustration

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Knowledge of animation and illustration principles, theory, and history as measured by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, exhibitions, final portfolio, a three unit professional internship and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?

Student exams in art history, class critiques, and class BFA exhibitions were evaluated by the faculty. Student work was also evaluated by artists from DreamWorks, Microsoft, Games, Electronic Arts, LucasArts, Sony Games, Hallmark Cards, and Blue Sky Studios on campus, and by artists from Disney Feature Animation and PIXAR on weekly closed circuit television transmissions. Student work is also evaluated online on the website ACME online. Work was also entered in film festivals and competitions.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. Student work on films and illustration won national and 
international recognition. Students also were offered top jobs and internships at LucasArts, 
Film Roman, DreamWorks, Electronic Arts, National Geographic, Hallmark, etc.

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 

The Animation/Illustration area is consistently ranked among the top five programs nationally. However, there are more students than can be effectively advised by the current full-time faculty members. Animation/Illustration faculty work six days a week to compensate.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


A search for a new faculty member was postponed in Fall 2005 and has been requested for 2006.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the of curriculum and to seek a new position.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes. 
No

Degree Program: BFA Graphic Design

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of Graphic Design principles, theory, and history as measured by class 
assignments, research papers, portfolio review, exhibitions, final portfolio, a three unit 
professional internship and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams in art history, class critiques, and internship performance was evaluated by 
the faculty. Faculty and professional designers evaluated a comprehensive exhibition of 
student work held off campus in may 2006. Student work was also exhibited in Korea.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The BFA Graphic Design Program continues to be a very popular major with many more 
applicants than can possibly be accommodated. Students who pass the rigorous portfolio 
review are highly motivated and produce excellent work. Nevertheless, the faculty is 
modifying curriculum to enhance the opportunity for students to design work for digital 
applications.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


A new faculty member was hired in Fall 2005 to lead the area in the incorporation of digital 
applications into the curriculum.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to seek support in terms of grants and release time for faculty 
as they explore new options for teaching digital applications.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BFA Interior Design

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of both the theoretical and practical constraints of Interior Design as measured 
by class assignments, research papers, portfolio review, exhibitions, final portfolio, a three 
unit professional internship, and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams in art history, class critiques, and internship performance was evaluated by 
the faculty. Faculty and professional designers evaluated a comprehensive exhibition of 
student work held in May 2006 in the rotunda of the new City Hall.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The BFA Interior Design Program is attracting more students each semester. Plans are 
underway to assess the impact of student demand.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


The increased interest in the major has put a significant strain of the two full-time faculty 
members in the area. Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators will address these 
problems—which became evident in Spring 2006—in the fall of 2006.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum as enrollments increase.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: BS Industrial Design

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Knowledge of both the theoretical and practical constraints of Industrial as measured by 
class assignments, research papers, four separate portfolio reviews, a three unit professional 
internship, and the maintenance of a 3.0 GPA in Art and Design classes.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams in art history, class critiques, annual portfolio reviews, and internship 
performance was evaluated by the faculty. Faculty and professional designers evaluated a 
comprehensive exhibition of student work held off campus in May 2006. Students continue 
to win top national and international awards and to gain employment and internships in 
prestigious corporations and respected design studios.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The Industrial Design Area needed another full-time faculty member to help students 
prepare for annual reviews, supervise internships, help with job placement, and share the 
advising load. 

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


A new faculty member was hired, offered a position in May 2006, and has accepted. 

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to help our newest tenure-track faculty member to adjust to 
her new position..

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

Degree Program: MA-Art, Conc.  Art Education, Fine Art, Design, Digital Media, Art History

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Competency in area of concentration as demonstrated by the successful completion of an 
Advancement to Candidacy review, followed by either Plan A (Written Thesis) or Plan B 
(Creative Project). Candidates submitting the written thesis must pass a final examination 
based on their work. Candidates working on a creative project will exhibit their work and 
submit a written report augmented by a set of images of each of the completed pieces. Three 
faculty members must approve the work of all candidates.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams in art history, class critiques, annual portfolio reviews, and the Advancement 
to Candidacy reviews were evaluated by the faculty. For students completing their degree, 
the written thesis and/or creative project was evaluated by faculty.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The MA in Art students continue to produce excellent work. However, because studio space 
is at a premium, many are not able to take full advantage of the School labs and unique 
facilities.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


The Acting Director is working with the Dean of Humanities and the Arts to identify 
possible solutions to the problems of obtaining the necessary space for Art and Design 

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to identify ways in which we obtain sufficient space while 
managing our allotted resources more efficiently

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes


No.

ART HISTORY BA: STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES  

	LEARNING OUTCOMES
	ASSESSMENT TOOLS (USED IN CLASSES)
	ASSESSMENT STRATEGIES (BA)
	ASSESSMENT 

STRATEGIES  (CAPSTONE)
	PROGRAM CHANGES IN RESPONSE

	1. Knowledge (visual recognition and identification) of significant artworks in Western and Non-Western traditions

F05 report

(Anne Simonson)

ARTH 188A, ARTH 271 = sample courses
	Image-based exams in all classes

ARTH 188A (13 ARTH BA students in class of 51 = typical): 2 of those13 students will receive I (medical), 1 will receive a C or C-, all others will receive A or B.

Short midterm slide test (10% of grade) + final slide test (20%) demonstrate that arth majors have essentially equal writing and image skills. These data are consistent across the program.
	Faculty discussion of assignments across the curriculum; all course materials kept available for consultation by all faculty

Faculty retreats for discussion of assessment, teaching strategies: May 05, Jan 06.   
	BA students take a grad seminar in their last year of study.  

ARTH 271 students (10) included 4 BA majors. All 4 developed new image skills (measured by class discussion and two formal presentations) and all will receive grades of A or B; 1 student (with 2.5 gpa in major) “blossomed” in seminar setting. 
	Individual faculty members vary teaching strategies; faculty in general discuss changes in curriculum, as needed

Faculty retreats for discussion of assessment, teaching strategies: May 05, Jan 06. We are offering 3 (rather than 2) seminars in Sp06 so that this course is truly an effective capstone for BA students (who thrive in a class of 10 but find it difficult to compete with MA students in a class of 15+)

	2. Understanding of basic techniques used historically in art and design processes

Sp06 (Anne Simonson)
	Exam questions + use of terminology in papers
	Requirement for 36 upper-division units taken in art/design of many cultures
	Capstone seminar assignments                               
	Individual faculty members vary teaching strategies; faculty in general discuss changes in curriculum, as needed



	3. Understanding of traditional iconography (culture-specific content) in Western and at least one Non-Western cultural tradition

Sp06 (Anne Simonson)
	Appropriate use in papers
	Requirement for 36 upper-division units taken in art/design of many cultures
	Capstone seminar assignments
	Individual faculty members vary teaching strategies; faculty in general discuss changes in curriculum, as needed



	4. Application of  breadth requirements (the knowledge of some basic information in one or more cognate disciplines + beginning level reading in a foreign language used in art historical research)

F06
	[rarely in evidence in upper-division coursework]


	Completion with grade of C or better of 6-10 units of foreign language + 6 units of Anthropology, History, etc. selected in consultation with advisor
	Students should be able to conduct elementary research in a language other than English 
	Individual faculty members vary teaching strategies; faculty in general discuss changes in curriculum, as needed



	5. Visual analysis skills appropriate to describing artworks from a variety of historical contexts and to identifying “unknown” examples of artworks in a variety of mediums

F06
	Papers in all classes; some exams requiring visual analysis
	[A problem area for us: classes are too large to permit the multiple writing assignments that reinforce these skills]
	Capstone seminar discussions
	Individual faculty members vary teaching strategies; faculty in general discuss changes in curriculum, as needed

 [Currently, we think these skills are weak in our B.A. and M.A. students and are discussing strategies for improvement.]

	6. Writing skills appropriate to B.A. level work

F06
	Papers in all classes
	Papers in all classes
	Paper in capstone seminar
	Most faculty teach the GE Area Z writing class, Art 100W, and constantly share strategies for improving student writing.  We seek a new ARTH 100W class so our majors, who generally have better skills than the average 100W student, can develop at a more advanced level.

	7. Oral presentation skills appropriate to B.A., M.A. level work

F06
	Occasional presentations in upper-division classes
	One or more presentations in capstone seminar
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, all requiring one or more presentations; all are encouraged to propose professional papers to SJSU’s Art History Symposium and to other conferences
	Faculty, as a group, participate as symposium audience (since Art History Association students jury paper proposals from SJSU and other CSU-campuses).  The annual symposium provides a good opportunity to compare our students’ achievements with those of others.

	8. Research skills appropriate to B.A. level work 

F06
	 Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes.
	Successful completion of capstone seminar


	Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes.  M.A. students also work with three thesis committee members and learn a variety of research strategies through this process.
	Extensive faculty interaction with each other (as well as with students) + SJSU’s Art History Info Comp Project (CSU discipline-based project) generate ideas that are shared and implemented in individual courses.

	9. Theoretical, historiographic understanding of the discipline of Art History

F06
	A variety of written and oral assignments in ARTH 175 (Theory and Methdology)
	Successful completion of ARTH 175 
	ARTH 175 a prereq to all graduate seminars for students entering F04 and later. For F03, F04 we are teaching ARTH 277 jointly with 175 while current students “catch up” on theoretical understanding.
	Added 175 requirement to curriculum, effective F03.  We have recently expanded several of our courses from one to two semesters (in Islamic, Renaissance, Baroque, Modern, Ancient—forthcoming) so that courses have more depth and permit students to apply their theoretical perspectives. 

	10. Ability to apply the above knowledge and skills to an independent scholarly paper and/or project appropriate to B.A. level work

F06
	Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes prepare B.A. students for capstone experience. A number of students enroll in ARTH 180 for independent research projects
	Paper in capstone seminar
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, then complete a thesis or project.  A number of M.A. students also enroll in ARTH 291 (individual research project).
	Extensive faculty interaction with each other (as well as with students) + scholarship award process (to which students submit papers).  As a faculty, we communicate well and attempt to meet regularly.

	11. Pre-professional advocacy for Art History as a discipline and pre-professional practice whenever possible

F06
	
	All undergraduate and graduate majors are encouraged to participate actively in the AHA (Art History Association).  Many students also (a) work in the Visual Resources Library where they gain experience and skills in cataloguing, database, and website work, and/or (b) complete museum or gallery internships.
	The AHA hosts an annual Symposium which calls for students throughout and beyond the CSU to present papers in a professional setting.  Additional activities include Art History Day (a recruitment event for community college and other students), field trips, career and bibliographic workshops, and other events.  
	The program coordinator serves as faculty advisor to the AHA and, in a general way, as liaison between faculty (and some campus offices) and the student organization.  When the AHA is active and thrives, the Art History Program thrives.


Degree Program: MFA Art

Date Completed 5/24/06
Completed by Alice A. Carter

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. 
Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.


Advanced competency in area of concentration as demonstrated by the successful 
completion of the Pre-Thesis review in the form of an exhibition of original work in one of 
the school’s galleries, followed by the formalization of a creative project and the selection of 
the three faculty advisors, as well as the submission of a proposed program for faculty 
approval. The culmination of the program is the presentation of a creative project that meets 
professional standards as well as an oral examination based on the work.

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and 
indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 
06?


Student exams, individual critiques, pre-thesis reviews, graduate committee reviews, formal 
exhibitions, and final presentations.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and 
discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee.)


Faculty in the area and Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators assessed both the 
curriculum and outcomes. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 
05? 


The MFA students need more studio space to provide access to the School’s unique 
facilities. Faculty also need release time to work with MFA students. Currently, many 
faculty members assume key roles on MFA committees without compensation while 
teaching a full load of undergraduates. This contingency often limits the time that faculty 
have to spend with MFA students, thus impacting both their progress and their ability to 
hone their skills.

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical 
changes, student support services, resource management.) 


Dean Toepfer has initiated some innovative plans for awarding release time, which as they 


develop, may help to alleviate this situation;

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


Discussions are planned in with the Associate Chairs and Program Coordinators to monitor 
the quality the curriculum and to work with the Dean to help fund release time for faculty 
working with graduate students. 

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer 
was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes. 
No.

ART HISTORY MA: STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES  
	LEARNING OUTCOMES
	ASSESSMENT TOOLS (USED IN CLASSES)
	ASSESSMENT STRATEGIES (MA REQUIREMENTS)
	ASSESSMENT 

STRATEGIES  (MA)
	PROGRAM CHANGES IN RESPONSE

	
	
	
	
	

	1. Knowledge (visual recognition and identification) of significant artworks in Western and Non-Western traditions

F05 report 

(Anne Simonson)

ARTH 188A, ARTH 271 =sample courses
	Image-based exams in all classes

ARTH 188A (2 MA students in class of 51= typical): both performed at A level on slide exams.

ARTH 271 (class of 10, 7 arth MA): “exam” via class discussion and student presentations.  
	Faculty discussion of assignments across the curriculum; all course materials kept available for consultation by all faculty

Faculty retreats for discussion of assessment, teaching strategies: May 05, Jan 06
	Comprehensive exam I: essays on “unknown” images from Western tradition + familiarity with Non-Western images for comp exam II

F05 comp exams, Aug 05: 5 students passed (70%+), 2 students were borderline fail (60-69%) and will retake exams in Jan 06. Students who failed were not well-prepared but wanted “trial run.”
	M.A. exams read and discussed by most faculty.  As a result, we devise more effective exam questions and share teaching strategies.

Comps with Islamic specialization read by 3 faculty members; western comps read by all except A.Kao. Slight adjustments will be made to images used in Jan 06 exams. 

	2. Understanding of basic techniques used historically in art and design processes

Sp06 (Anne Simonson)
	Exam questions + use of terminology in papers in upper-division classes
	Flexible curriculum to permit filling in “gaps” before taking comprehensive exams
	 Comprehensive exam II: essays on   Western and Non-Western traditions
	M.A. exams read and discussed by most faculty. As a result, we devise more effective exam questions and share teaching strategies.

	3. Understanding of traditional iconography (culture-specific content) in Western and at least one Non-Western cultural tradition

Sp06 (Anne Simonson)
	Appropriate use in papers
	Preparation for comp exams through u.d. coursework
	Comprehensive exam II: essays on   Western and Non-Western traditions
	M.A. exams read and discussed by most faculty. As a result, we devise more effective exam questions and share teaching strategies.

	4. Application of  breadth requirements (the knowledge of some basic information in one or more cognate disciplines + beginning level reading in a foreign language used in art historical research)

F06
	[rarely in evidence in upper-division coursework]


	Foreign language reading exam completed before advancement to candidacy; extensive reading in disciplines other than art history generally required for thesis work


	Foreign language reading exam + seminar papers requiring significant understanding of contextual material; thesis research


	M.A. exams read and discussed by most faculty.  As a result we do not   recommend program changes but we do share bibliographic and research resources that we can then share with our thesis-writing students



	5. Visual analysis skills appropriate to describing artworks from a variety of historical contexts and to identifying “unknown” examples of artworks in a variety of mediums

F06
	Papers in all classes; some exams requiring visual analysis
	[A problem area for us: classes are too large to permit the multiple writing assignments that reinforce these skills]
	Comprehensive exam I: essays on “unknown” images from Western tradition + familiarity with Non-Western images for comp exam II
	M.A. exams read and discussed by most faculty.  [Currently, we think these skills are weak in our B.A. and M.A. students and are discussing strategies for improvement.]

	6. Writing skills appropriate to B.A., M.A. level work

F06
	Papers in all classes
	Seminar papers
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, then complete a thesis or project.  The thesis, in particular, permits us to evaluate each student’s progress through an intensive writing process.
	Most faculty teach the GE Area Z writing class, Art 100W, and constantly share strategies for improving student writing.  We seek a new ARTH 100W class so our majors, who generally have better skills than the average 100W student, can develop at a more advanced level.

	7. Oral presentation skills appropriate to   M.A. level work

F06
	Occasional presentations in upper-division classes
	Presentations in 4 seminars
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, all requiring one or more presentations; all are encouraged to propose professional papers to SJSU’s Art History Symposium and to other conferences
	Faculty, as a group, participate as symposium audience (since Art History Association students jury paper proposals from SJSU and other CSU-campuses).  The annual symposium provides a good opportunity to compare our students’ achievements with those of others.

	8. Research skills appropriate to B.A., M.A. level work

F06 
	 Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes.
	Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes.  
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, all require significant papers.  M.A. students also work with three thesis committee members and learn a variety of research strategies through this process.
	Extensive faculty interaction with each other (as well as with students) on thesis committees + SJSU’s Art History Info Comp Project (CSU discipline-based project) generate ideas that are shared and implemented in individual courses.

	9. Theoretical, historiographic understanding of the discipline of Art History

F06
	A variety of written and oral assignments in ARTH 175 (Theory and Methdology); 
	Successful completion of ARTH 175 or equivalent independent study. 
	ARTH 175 should be a prereq to all graduate seminars but we have not yet been able to require this course for grad students.  We anticipate that the two new faculty members hired for 2005-06 will “raise the theoretical bar” for students in the program.
	Added 175 requirement to curriculum, effective F03.  We have recently expanded several of our courses from one to two semesters (in Islamic, Renaissance, Baroque, Modern, Ancient—forthcoming) so that courses have more depth and permit students to apply their theoretical perspectives. We will need to teach ARTH 277 as a distinct course in historiography as soon as enrollments permit.

	10. Ability to apply the above knowledge and skills to an independent scholarly paper and/or project appropriate to B.A., M.A. level work

F06
	Research projects or papers (a variety of formats varying by instructor) in all upper-division classes prepare B.A. students for capstone experience. A number of students enroll in ARTH 180 for independent research projects
	Paper in capstone seminar
	M.A. students take 4 seminars, then complete a thesis or project.  A number of M.A. students also enroll in ARTH 291 (individual research project).
	Extensive faculty interaction with each other (as well as with students) on thesis committees + scholarship award process (to which students submit papers).  As a faculty, we communicate well and attempt to meet regularly.

	11. Pre-professional advocacy for Art History as a discipline and pre-professional practice whenever possible

F06
	
	All undergraduate and graduate majors are encouraged to participate actively in the AHA (Art History Association).  Many students also (a) work in the Visual Resources Library where they gain experience and skills in cataloguing, database, and website work, and/or (b) complete museum or gallery internships.
	The AHA hosts an annual Symposium which calls for students throughout and beyond the CSU to present papers in a professional setting.  Additional activities include Art History Day (a recruitment event for community college and other students), field trips, career and bibliographic workshops, and other events.  In addition to activities mentioned at left, graduate students also have the opportunity to serve as graduate assistants (readers) and course assistants especially to instructors of the larger lower-division classes.
	The program coordinator serves as faculty advisor to the AHA and, in a general way, as liaison between faculty (and some campus offices) and the student organization.  When the AHA is active and thrives, the Art History Program thrives.




Degree program     B.A. ART: ART HISTORY         Date completed     23 May 06
Completed by         Anne Simonson
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

a) Knowledge (visual recognition and identification) of significant artworks in Western and Non-Western traditions

b) Understanding of basic techniques used historically in art and design processes

c) Understanding of traditional iconography (culture-specific content) in Western and at least one Non-Western cultural tradition

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Performance data are based on direct measures (exams, papers, oral presentations) in Art History classes.  Because these classes are large—with the exception of our three grad-level seminars, all “major classes” generally enroll either 55 or 70 students—and because the total n is 1000+ students enrolled in such classes, we look at sample classes and generalize from the performance of Art History majors in those classes.

Art History faculty (3 tenured/tenure track + 6 long-term lecturers) discuss the overall data and also the relative performance of identified Art History majors within the overall n.

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).   

Art History faculty have two “mini-retreats,” two three-hour meetings each semester (in January and May 2006, for example) for discussion of pedagogical matters.  Additionally, we have ongoing informal discussions and often exchange information about our classes and students.  Seven faculty members currently share two small offices, and all of us use the Visual Resources Library to prepare the images for our classes, so we’re always talking about these data. 

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

In general, our majors perform very well (essentially no assignment or course grades below B), considerably better than the general Art/Design students with whom they share these classes and, unlike those peers, they complete assignments without resorting to plagiarism.  

Because our classes are large and because the advising records for all 2400+ Art/Design majors are strictly controlled only by two staff members in charge of advising records (with no copies permitted in faculty offices), it is difficult to track the progress of individual majors through the B.A. program and to obtain the kinds of formative data that would enable us better to sequence our courses.

The lack of advising records and pertinent data also makes it difficult to track B.A. majors after graduation.  Indeed, we cannot even obtain a list of our prospective graduates for a given semester or year.  We have deliberately not attempted to build up the number of majors for this reason.  However, the 10-15% of our B.A. majors who apply to continue in our M.A. program are competitive with the best students we draw from elsewhere, and we follow the M.A. students closely upon their graduation.

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

At present we are in the difficult situation of needing to keep enrollment numbers up (all classes open to all Art/Design students) and thus being unable to raise the intellectual bar so that some of our majors might work at an average rather than superior level.  We are looking at a variety of curricular solutions, for example: requiring undergraduates to take more than one seminar (a costly but effective approach); revamping the relatively new and required theory course and turning it into a seminar (also costly but effective); sequencing upper-division courses through a prerequisite system that would weed out students who had not passed the 100W course; requiring across-the-board lab sections for all upper-division art history courses to counter the effects of uniformly large “major courses” by provoking non-majors into more serious work (writing, in particular); working out a compromise system that gives us access to advising records.

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

We plan to be collecting data on all 11 learning objectives next semester.  Doing so will enable us to propose changes both to the major curriculum and to the ways in which we structure and sequence art history courses in general.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No, we’re ok.  Probably we will want to revisit the plan once we’re working with all of its components.

Degree program     M.A. ART: ART HISTORY         Date completed     23 May 06
Completed by         Anne Simonson
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment.

Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

a) Knowledge (visual recognition and identification) of significant artworks in Western and Non-Western traditions

b) Understanding of basic techniques used historically in art and design processes

c) Understanding of traditional iconography (culture-specific content) in Western and at least one Non-Western cultural tradition

At the graduate level, the above are breadth requirements: we hold students responsible for extensive content knowledge, across continents and millennia.

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Performance data are based on direct measures (exams, papers, oral presentations) in Art History classes.  Because these classes are large—with the exception of our three grad-level seminars, all “major classes” generally enroll either 55 or 70 students—and because the total n is 1000+ students enrolled in such classes, we look at sample classes and generalize from the performance of Art History majors in those classes.  M.A. students, without exception, receive “A” grades for their work in these classes.

Primarily, then, our data are based on the performance of graduate students in the smaller seminar courses and on the comprehensive exams offered in the first week of each semester.  Students must pass both parts of the comps before being advanced to candidacy and commencing the thesis. Data derived from student performance on seminar assignments and on exams lead us to make subtle and ongoing shifts to the curriculum.  As students move to the thesis-writing process, instruction becomes more individualized, and we begin to understand their abilities to apply the skills and knowledge implicit in these learning objectives to a more complex project.

Art History faculty (3 tenured/tenure track + 6 long-term lecturers) discuss the data.

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Art History faculty have two “mini-retreats,” two three-hour meetings, each semester (in January and May 2006, for example) for discussion of pedagogical matters.  All of us read the comprehensive exams each semester—after working collaboratively to develop the questions.  (The exception here is for exams in Islamic or other Non-Western specializations: each of those has three readers.) Additionally, we have ongoing informal discussions and often exchange information about our classes and students.  Seven faculty members currently share two small offices, and all of us use the Visual Resources Library to prepare the images for our classes, so we’re always talking about student performance. 

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

Our graduate students include more women than men but otherwise are extraordinarily diverse.  Ages range from about 20 to 60+ and native languages of current students include Chinese, Japanese, Farsi, Hebrew, Russian, and German as well as English. Academic preparation varies considerably, including fluency in written English. 

While our program offers a wide range of courses on visual traditions of Asia, Islamic regions of Eurasia and the Mediterranean, Africa, Latin America, and Europe/contemporary U.S., many of our students enter the program with fairly narrow backgrounds and/or with scant knowledge of pre-modern times.

At the time of taking their comp exams, our students generally have a workable if elementary grasp of (b) but some of them have difficulties with either (a) and/or (c). It is difficult for underprepared students to acquire both breadth and depth of content knowledge from a handful of seminar and lecture courses.

(At the same time it should be noted that our M.A. program is already of very high quality.  Our students receive honors for their research, are admitted to Ph.D. programs, and readily find teaching jobs as well as significant museum positions.)

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

We can most effectively deal with student diversity—and also increase graduation rates—by building a close community of students.  We have done this by supporting a student organization, the Art History Association, and by working closely with thesis support groups that link students to our program while they are engaged in writing theses and no longer taking classes. 
The narrowing of what is taught at schools from which our students receive their B.A. degrees is a problem somewhat out of our control.  On the plus side: our 2005 B.A. grad currently in the first year of the Ph.D. program at UCB (top school in the U.S. in art history) finds herself extraordinarily well-prepared by comparison to most of her colleagues and had no trouble in catching up with some of the theoretical readings which we have downplayed in order to pitch most of our courses to the general Art/Design student.  On the minus side: our current grad student who did a B.A. at UCSC was unable to pass the comprehensive exams even on the second try and required special remedial work once we decided to let her finish the program.    

We address (and assess) the breadth requirement through our comprehensive exams as well as through seminar instruction.  We offer three seminars/semester, a constantly changing repertoire that almost always includes one course with chronological breadth (for example, a seminar on teaching with an art history survey course as the exemplar for practice) as well as one or more with specialist focus (women as patrons of the arts at Northern Italian Renaissance courts).  Because we work closely with the grad students, we seek, through the changing seminar patterns, to be as responsive as possible to gaps in student knowledge and understanding and also to the sorts of “background” needs related to thesis topics that interest individual students. Because our students are diverse in preparation and interests, however, we cannot be universal providers.

Indeed, our most significant efforts—and the real costs for helping graduate students achieve the program’s learning objectives--lie in extensive out-of-class faculty work--with study groups, with the two thesis support groups that now meet monthly for dinner at a faculty home, and with individualized instruction via student enrollment in independent study courses for which faculty receive no credit or compensation. 

Art history is inherently interdisciplinary and theses often long and complex; what we require is typical of terminal M.A. programs in art history throughout the U.S  While it should be noted that service on thesis committees is extraordinarily time-consuming, our work with grad students also provides us with a comprehensive understanding of their learning process.

Specifically to address weaknesses in breadth of student preparation, we have decided to suspend the regular comprehensives for Fall 2006 and to provide students with more explicit study guides and also with a bibliography of theoretical readings that should enable them to develop a more sophisticated understanding of these broad learning objectives; they will receive these materials in June, in preparation for the exam next to be given in January 2007.

Additionally, we have decided to effect a “Professional Responsibilities Requirement” for Fall 2006.  Although we have not yet worked out the details (but will do so at a faculty retreat this summer), the requirements will specify significant reading, museum/conference/public lecture participation, travel to collections and architectural/archaeological sites, etc.  We will need to support this requirement with a new art history website.

To help our students “learn by teaching,” and specifically to develop a breadth of understanding of the program’s first three learning objectives, we will be working to develop opportunities for our students to have experience as teaching assistants in survey-level courses.  This plan will require shifting priorities and resources within the school of Art/Design.

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

We plan to be collecting data on all 11 learning objectives next semester.  

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No, we’re ok.  We may want to revisit the plan once we’re working with all of its components.
DEPARTMENT OF ENGLISH AND COMPARATIVE LITERATURE
Degree program: _Creative Writing__MFA______________    Date completed_5/22/06____________

Completed by__Alan Soldofsky__________

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives. 

We identified Outcome 1: Students will demonstrate the ability to complete a publishable, full-length work of literature in a primary genre concentration: either fiction, creative non-fiction, poetry, or a scriptwriting. And Outcome 5: Students will demonstrate a command of written academic English, including the abilities to a) organize and present material in a cogent fashion, b) formulate and defend original arguments, c) employ effectively the language of their discipline and d) write under time constraints.  (See Learning Outcomes for M.F.A. Students attached.)  

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

The data was collected and complied by the coordinator, and shared with the members of the Creative Writing/MFA Committee of the English and Comparative Literature Department.

For Outcome 1: 

· 
 We reviewed course rosters in ENGL 130, 131, 135 and 240, 241, and 242 to determine the number of students taking the course to satisfy (or exceed) the 9-unit primary genre requirement. 

· 
We reviewed the number of students completing their theses (and earning 6 thesis units) this semester.  We compared the data with the number of theses completed in Fall and Spring semester 05.
· 
We reviewed the number of students participating in the Spring semester thesis reading and thesis defense. We also compared the number students participating in this the thesis reading/defense with the number participating in Fall and Spring semester 05.
For Outcome 5: 

· 
We determined the number of MFA students who completed ENGL 201C in Fall 06.  We compared that number with the number of M.F.A. students who complete ENGL 201C in Fall 05.

· 
We determined the number of M.F.A. students who took the M.F.A. Comprehensive Exam in Spring 06 to determine the numbers passing and the numbers failing.  We compared the passing/failure rate with the passing/failure rate from the Comprehensive Exams taken in Fall and Spring semester 05.  
· 
We complied the number of M.F.A. students who had their theses approved by the Department of English and Comparative Literature faculty and by the Office of Graduate Studies. We compared that number with the number of M.F.A. students who had their thesis approved by the Department and by the Office of Graduate Studies in Fall and Spring semester 05.
1. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

The data was summarized by the coordinator and discussed with the Creative Writing/M.F.A. Committee and the Department Graduate Committee.

2. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

The MFA Comprehensive Exam appears to be meeting its purpose.  The Committee is favorably impressed by the quality of the M.F.A. theses.   

3. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

The Creative Writing/M.F.A. Committee  has tentatively begun to update the M.F.A. Exam reading lists in the genres of poetry and fiction.  To further integrate the literary research component with the studio workshop component of the program, the Committee has tentative plans to propose a capstone M.F.A. Colloquium course, as the final 3 units required in the literary research portion of the curriculum.  The Committee recommends making no changes in the thesis proposal and advising procedures.

4. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

The M.F.A. program plans to collect data on the pass/failure rates for the Foreign Language Exam next semester.  We will consult with the M.A. coordinator and the Department Graduate Committee as well as the Foreign Language Department to determine if any alternatives can be proposed for students who would prefer to do a literary translation rather than a standardized comprehension exam.

5. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

The SLO document for the M.F.A. program was approved by the Creative Writing/M.F.A. and the Department Graduate Committees in April.  The present analysis does not indicate the need to make any changes in the document

Degree program____English MA____________________    Date completed_____5/9/06______

Completed by_____Paul Douglass_

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

This semester the COMPREHENSIVE EXAM was selected to be a focus of assessment (Outcomes/Goals Sheet attached).

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Performance data was collected by the coordinator in the form of EXAM results (pass/fail rates) and compared with prior years.

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

The data was summarized by the coordinator and discussed by the MA EXAM committees and the Graduate Committee.

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

The COMPREHENSIVE EXAMs (two of them) have different characters, and the pass rate on the first one is much higher than on the second.  The committee have tentatively concluded that the bar is being set too low in two areas:  1) on the first part of the COMPREHENSIVE EXAM and 2) in the graduate seminars, where weaker students are not being given low enough grades to warn them that their performance is nor likely to see them through to the degree.  It may also be that some students have been admitted to the program who should not have been.

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

The Graduate faculty will be convened to discuss the problem and determine if anyguidelines need to be written or revised regarding 1) admission 2) seminar grading, and 3) the construction, administration, and grading of the COMPREHENSIVE EXAMS.

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

The Graduate Program will focus on the Foreign Language Examinations next semester, collecting data on pass/fail rates and consulting with Foreign Language Department faculty involved in the assessment of student performances.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

The Student Learning Outcomes document was revised only in February.  This analysis does not result in any changes to that document.

Outcomes for Students in the Department of English & Comparative Literature’s M.A. Program

Adopted February 2006

Outcome 1.  Students will demonstrate an appropriate level of expertise in literary history, literary theory, and rhetoric.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Grading of Course assignments (including papers, journals, oral and written projects) in the 30 units of course work required for the degree.

· 
A two-part, six-hour comprehensive written examination based on a reading list which includes not only major literary works but representative works in critical theory, composition theory, and the history of English (see attachment).  Students must receive an average score B or higher from the three graduate faculty evaluating the exam.

· 
A six-unit thesis which students may write as part of their 30-unit program.

Outcome 2.  Students will demonstrate high-level proficiency in literary research and in the synthesis of research.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Completion of English 201 (Materials and Methods of Literary research), which all students are encouraged to take at the beginning of their studies.

· 
Research-based projects of 12-15 pages required in most graduate seminars.

· 
Graded Oral Presentations of the results of research in most graduate seminars.

· 
A six-unit thesis which students may write as a part of their 30-unit program.

Outcome 3.  Students will demonstrate critical and analytical skills in the interpretation and evaluation of literary texts.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Research and critical papers composed in graduate seminars.

· 
Section C of each of two comprehensive examinations which asks students to read a passage and then write an essay analyzing the ways in which the author uses rhetorical devices—sentence structure, word choice, figures of speech, imagery, rhythm, other sound effects (and the entire paraphernalia of style and voice)—to convey the overall theme.

· 
Graded Oral Presentations of literary study in most graduate seminars.

· 
A six-unit thesis which students may write as part of their 30-unti program.

Outcome 4.  Students will demonstrate a command of written academic English, including the abilities to a) organize and present material in a cogent fashion, b) formulate and defend original arguments, c) employ effectively the language of their discipline, and d) write using time constraints.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Critical and research papers required in every seminar.

· 
The comprehensive exam which students must complete in two three-hour sessions.

· 
A six-unit thesis which students may write as part of their 30-unit program.

Outcome 5.  Students will demonstrate a reading knowledge of at least one foreign language.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Completion of the fourth semester of an approved university-level foreign language course with a grade of B or better, or

· 
Satisfactory completion of an examination administered by the Foreign Languages Department.

Outcome 6.  Students preparing for teaching careers will receive the appropriate instruction.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Satisfactory completion of a graduate seminar in the history of rhetoric, English 257 (Seminar in the History of Rhetoric) [optional].

· 
Satisfactory completion of a graduate seminar in composition studies, English 259.

· 
Graded oral and written reports in most graduate seminars.

Outcome 7.  Students will be prepared for further graduate study.

Method of Assessment:

· 
Completion of English 201 (Materials and Methods of Literary research), which all students are encouraged to take at the beginning of their studies.

· 
Research-based projects of 12-15 pages required in graduate seminars.

· 
Graded Oral presentations of literary study in most graduate seminars.

· 
A six-unit thesis which students may write as part of their 30-unit program.

· 
The comprehensive exam which students must complete in two three-hour sessions.

DEPARTMENT OF FOREIGN LANGUAGES
Degree program__________Chinese___________    Date completed__05-24-2006
Completed by___Yao Yao________________

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.
Develop competence in speaking and listening comprehension in Mandarin Chinese at the first year level

2. For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Data collected from two sections of Chinese 1B classes, one by Dr. Yao Yao, the other by Dr. Fu Tan.  There are 4 written tests, one oral exam, in addition to the final exam.  The assessment is also made through class discussions, interactions between the instructor and the students, and review sessions after the written tests were returned.

3. For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Data for fall 2005 was discussed and analyzed in Chinese Program faculty meetings held in December 2005.  There were further discussion at the departmental Curriculum Committee meetings throughout the semester.4. What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

Majors assessed: 2

Number of students achieved the learning outcome: 2

5. What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

The two students assessed had achieved the learning outcome.  To further improve the courses the Chinese section will adopt a new textbook for Chinese 1A and 1B.  The new book is selected because it provides a practical, learner-center structure for beginning students and it features rich cultural contents and can better help students develop their communicative competence in listening and speaking Mandarin Chinese.  

6. Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

For fall 2006 the learning outcomes data will be collected from two classes: Chin25A and Chin101A7.  
7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  NO 

Degree program:  French B.A.   


 Date completed: May 25, 2006
Completed by Jean-Luc Desalvo

1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

FREN 120A – Cultural Analysis and Comparison (6), Literary and Cultural Texts and Traditions (7)

FREN 132 – Connections to Other Disciplines and Language Communities (8), Technology (9)





(Business, Area Studies – European Union, French Media) 

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Culture (6) - FREN 120A - Professor D. Trudeau


Direct data: 1 final exam.


Indirect data: 2 student surveys.

Literary (7) - FREN 120A - Professor D. Trudeau


Direct data: 1 final exam and 2 text analyses.


Indirect data: 2 student surveys.

Connections (8) – FREN 132 - Professor D. van Hooff


Direct data: 1 portfolio, 2 simulation projects, 1 oral presentation, 1 final exam


Indirect data: 1 student diagnostic survey

Technology (9) – FREN 132 - Professor D. van Hooff


Direct data: 1 portfolio, 2 simulation projects, 1 oral presentation, 1 final exam


Indirect data: 1 student diagnostic survey

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).



French Section meeting, May 3, 2006.

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

a. 
Need for regular assessment of course objectives;
b. 
Need for better articulation between course objectives and more thorough description of course approach and student outcome assessment tools.
c. 
Need to put emphasis on developing the students’ ability to identify and apply knowledge from one course to the other(s).
5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

a. 
curricular revision: define more precisely each undergraduate course specific and general objectives; work in progress.
b. 
pedagogical changes: emphasis to be put on methodology of research, essay writing and oral presentation.
6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

(1) Written  FREN 101A – Professor JL Desalvo

(3) Oral       FREN 101C – Professor D. Trudeau

(6) Culture  FREN 102A – Professor JL Desalvo

(5) Literacy FREN 110 – Professor D. Trudeau

(7) Literary FREN 120B – Professor D. Trudeau


7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.


No changes in the description of SLOs.

SJSU French B.A. and Subject Matter Preparation Program Courses
and Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) Matrix

This table shows SLOs / courses / semesters data will be collected

	                   Courses

 SLOs
	Fren 101A
	Fren 101B
	Fren 101C
	Fren 102A
	Fren 102C
	Fren 105
	Fren 110
	Fren 120A
	Fren 120B
	Fren 132
	Fren 140A
	Fren 140B
	Fren 160
	Fren 170

	1. Written Expression


	F06
	S07
	
	
	
	
	F06
	S06
	F06
	S06
	S07
	F07
	S09
	S08

	2. Reading Comprehension


	F06
	S07
	
	
	
	
	F06
	S06
	F06
	S06
	S07
	F07
	S09
	S08

	3. Oral Expression


	
	
	F06
	
	
	F05

S07
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Listening Comprehension 


	
	
	F06
	
	
	F05

S07
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Literacy


	F06
	S07
	
	
	
	F05

S07
	F06
	S06
	F06
	S06
	S07
	F07
	S09
	S08

	6. Cultural Analysis & Comp.


	   
	
	F06
	F06
	S07
	
	
	S06
	F06
	S06
	S07
	F07
	S09
	S08

	7. Literary & Cultural  Aspects


	
	
	
	F06
	S07
	
	
	S06
	F06
	
	S07
	F07
	S09
	

	8. Connections to Other

    Disciplines & Lang. Comm.


	 
	
	
	F06
	S07
	
	
	S06
	F06
	S06
	S07
	F07
	S09
	S08

	9. Technology


	F06
	S07
	F06
	F06
	S07
	F05

S07
	F06
	
	F06
	S06
	
	
	
	S08


Student Learning Outcomes – French B.A. and Subject Matter Preparation Program

1.
Language & Communication. Written Expression. Advanced (ACTFL)

Improve the students’ ability to write in French correctly and clearly.

2.
Language & Communication. Reading Comprehension. Advanced (ACTFL)

Improve the students’ ability to read French effectively.

3.
Language & Communication. Oral Expression. Advanced (ACTFL)

Improve the students’ ability to speak French correctly and clearly.


4.
Language & Communication. Listening Comprehension. Advanced (ACTFL)

Improve the students’ ability to understand French effectively.

5.
Literacy

Ability to use appropriate terminology in linguistic, cultural or literary analysis.

6.
Cultural Analysis and Comparison
Develop the students’ ability to draw upon their cultural knowledge of France and the Francophone world to analyze and compare a wide variety of texts.

7.
Literary and Cultural Texts and Traditions

Develop knowledge of major periods, genres, authors, movements of French and Francophone cultural history.

8.
Connections to Other Disciplines and Language Communities
9.
Technology
7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No.

Degree program:  French M.A.   


 Date completed: May 25, 2006
Completed by Danielle Trudeau

1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.



FREN 220 – History (1a) Linguistics (1b)



FREN 260 – Literature (1c)

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?



History (1a) - FREN 220 - Professor D. Trudeau



Direct data: 1 final exam and 2 text analyses.



Indirect data: 2 student surveys.



Linguistics (1b) - FREN 220 - Professor D. Trudeau



Direct data: 1 final exam and 2 text analyses.



Indirect data: 2 student surveys.



Literature (1c) – FREN 260 - Professor J.L. Desalvo
3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).



Section meeting, May 3, 2006.

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

a. 
Need for regular assessment of course objectives;
b. 
Need for better articulation between course objectives and more thorough description of course approach and student outcome assessment tools.
c. 
Need to put emphasis on ability to process information for scholarly presentations and research papers.
5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

a. 
curricular revision: define more precisely each graduate course specific and general objectives; work in progress.
b. 
pedagogical changes: emphasis to be put on methodology of research, essay writing and oral presentation.
6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

(1a) History FREN 250 – D. van Hooff

(2) Thesis Development FREN 250 – D. van Hooff; FREN 299 D. Trudeau

(3) Scholarly Presentations FREN 202 – J.L. Desalvo

7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.



No changes in the description of SLOs.

SJSU M.A. French Program Courses and Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) Matrix
This table shows SLOs / courses / semesters data will be collected

	                   Courses

 SLOs
	Fren 201
	Fren 202
	Fren 210
	Fren 220
	Fren 240
	Fren 250
	Fren 260
	Fren 270
	Fren 280
	Fren 298
	Fren 299

	1.a History / Culture


	
	
	F07
	S06
	
	F06
	
	
	
	
	

	1.b Linguistic / Stylistic


	S07
	
	F07
	S06
	
	
	
	S07
	
	
	

	1.c Literature / Critical Theory


	
	
	
	
	
	F05
	S06
	
	F07
	
	

	2. Thesis Development


	S07
	
	
	
	
	F06
	
	
	
	
	F06

	3. Scholarly Presentations


	
	F06
	
	
	
	F05
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Research Tools


	   
	
	F07
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Interdisciplinarity


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	S07
	
	
	

	6. Francophony


	 S07
	
	
	
	S08
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Technology


	
	
	F07
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Student Learning Outcomes – French M.A.

1. Improve ability to undertake graduate-level coursework by analyzing cultural productions from the following three perspectives:

a. Historical and cultural

b. Linguistic and stylistic

c. Literary and critical theory

2. Improve ability to develop a thesis of a scholarly nature on a special topic

3. Become more proficient in making scholarly presentations at public venues.

4. Become more proficient at using research tools for academic papers at graduate level.

5. Improve ability to use interdisciplinary approaches and make connections between cultures and languages.

6. Improve knowledge of the French-speaking world. 

7. Use technology for scholarly research and presentations, and process collected data in compliance with academic standards

Degree program: 
BA in Japanese

Date completed: 
May 25, 2006
Completed by:
Keach Inaba
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.

1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

a. 
SLO 1: To develop students' four Japanese language skills (listening, speaking, reading, and writing) in three modes of communication (interpersonal, interpretive, and presentational)
b. 
SLO 3: To acquaint students with business manners and business customs for developing communication skills useful in conducting business in Japanese.
2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?


The SLO 1 was assessed by a series of compositions, quizzes, oral presentations, and written exams done in JPN 101B (Advanced Japanese) taught by Kayoko Takeuchi.

Out of 9 major students assessed, 6 students satisfactorily met the SLO with a grade of B or better and 3 met with a C.  Two students 
unsuccessfully met the SLO (1 with a D and 1 with an F).


The SLO 3 was assessed by a series of role plays, oral exams, and writing exams conducted in JPN 107 (Japanese for Business Professionals) taught by Keach Inaba.

Out of 11 major students assessed, 8 students satisfactorily met the SLO with a grade of B or better, and 3 barely met the SLO with a C.
3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

a. 
The SLO 1 was originally planned to be assessed in JPN1B (a lower division course) offered in Fall 05, but since there were no majors in the class, the assessment was postponed till Spring 06.
4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

a. 
It was recognized that all of the SLOs should be assessed in upper division courses because there were not many majors in lower division courses.
5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

a. 
To help students meet the SLOs more satisfactorily, audio or visual aids (CDs) are to be enriched as learning resources.  Also, a substantial tutoring center may need to be established for students to meet the SLOs more successfully.  
6. Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

a. 
SLO 2, 5, and 6 will be assessed in Fall 2006.
7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?    No need to revise the SLOs.
SLOs for Japanese Major

1. To develop students’ four Japanese language skills (listening, speaking, reading, and writing) in three modes of communication (interpersonal, interpretive, and presentational)

2. To develop students’ understanding of some aspects of Japanese culture, including the relationships among cultural products, practices, and perspectives

3. To acquaint students with business manners and business customs for developing communication skills useful in conducting business in Japanese

4. To develop students’ understanding of not only traditional arts but also contemporary Japanese culture and society

5. To develop students’ understanding of phonological, morphological, and syntactic structures of the contemporary Japanese

6. To develop experience and skills in reading and discussing Japanese modern literature from 1868 through the present

7. To develop students’ understanding of traditional theater in modern Japan as well as modern, and post-modern Japanese drama

Assessment report, Spanish Program May 24, 2006 
(Instructors report to the Coordinator.and the Coordinator reports for the Spanish section.).

For Fall 2005  BA SLO  # 8: Ability to understand and use appropriate academic and technical terminology
Class used to assess this learning outcome – Spanish 105, Phonology  / Instrument used in that class.  Final Examination 
Instructor: J. Sempere/ Coordinator: Anne Fountain
1. How many majors were assessed (using the selected instrument)   9
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome    7
1. How many majors (Teacher Prep) were assessed (using the selected instrument)   1
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome   1
For Spring 2006 
BA SLO # 1 : Ability to produce and recognize grammatical structures in Spanish.
Class used to assess this learning outcome– Spanish 101B, Advanced Spanish
Instrument used in that class.  Final examination / Instructor: Cristina Moon/ Coordinator: Anne Fountain
1. How many majors were assessed (using the selected instrument) __20__________
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome _____19_________
1. How many majors (Teacher Prep) were assessed (using the selected instrument) ___1____
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome ______1________
"Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?" No

Ideas for improvement: Spanish 101B - Grammar: Students need to have a better grasp of the basic Spanish grammatical structures.  For example, some students are still struggling with verb conjugations.  Suggestion: more grammar exercises including online activities, in-class activities, etc.  / Composition: Students’ writing skills have improved.  Having two major compositions with two drafts and six short, one-page, compositions have helped bring together all the readings and movies we discussed and the grammar structures we covered in class.  
BA SLO # 3 : Ability to appreciate literary texts and the traditions that produced them. 
Class used to assess this learning outcome– Spanish 140B, Spanish American Literature
Instrument used:  Final examination / Instructor: Anne Fountain / Coordinator: Anne Fountain
1. How many majors were assessed (using the selected instrument) ___19___________
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome _______18_______
1. How many majors (Teacher Prep) were assessed (using the selected instrument) _1___
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome ______1________
"Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?" No

However, we will try to make sure more students take SPAN 115 (Intro. to Lit.) before taking this course and encourage students to enroll in FL100W (Writing/Research workshop) as early as possible. 

MA SLO # 1: Ability to understand the historical development of the Spanish language in its external (history, culture) and internal development (morphology, syntax and semantics).
Class used to assess this learning outcome– Spanish 220, Historical Spanish Linguistics
Instrument used:  Final examination  /Instructor:J. Sempere / Coordinator: Anne Fountain
1. How many MA students were assessed (using the selected instrument) ___13_________
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome _____12_________
"Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?" No
MA SLO # 3: Ability to understand the complex relationships between culture, society, history, politics, religion, and economics in the creation of texts. 
Class used to assess this learning outcome– Spanish 270, Seminar in Contemporary Literature of Spain
Instrument used:  Final examination  /Instructor: J. Matallana / Coordinator: Anne Fountain
1. How many MA students were assessed (using the selected instrument) ___17___________
2. How many of that number achieved the learning outcome _____17_________
 "Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?"  No

Assessment report for the Spanish Program, May 24, 2006 
DEPARTMENT OF HUMANITIES
Assessment Questionnaire for Comparative Religious Studies

Degree program ____Religious Studies_________    Date completed __May 26, 2006  
Completed by    Richard E. Keady 

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

#3 Show awareness of the interdisciplinarity of comparative religious studies and of a variety of disciplinary approaches to the study of religion including anthropological, aesthetic, historical, literary, philosophical, psychological, sociological and theological.

For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Term papers were collected from section 1 of RELS 1 (Introduction to the Study of Religion) taught by Richard Keady in the Fall 05 semester.  

For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Data were analyzed and discussed at a Program Coordinator’s meeting.

What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

The depth and breadth of the study of religion is so complex that the inclusion of all the various disciplinary approaches presents a tremendous challenge to students who have little or no background in the material.  Others who have been taking courses for a while are somewhat prepared to deal with the highly sophisticated content.  We have often discussed these problems and have not found an easy solution to the challenge. 

Secondly, findings were determined in accord with a scoring rubric that isolated three elements of SLO #8, as follows.

SCORING RUBRIC FOR THE COMPARATIVE RELIGIOUS STUDIES SLO #3

	Scoring Level
	Identification
	Providing background
	Explanation

	4 - Exemplary
	Clearly identifies current events or issues.
	Provides especially relevant historical and cultural background.
	Offers a full and coherent explanation of ways in which the latter is the context for understanding the former.

	3 - Accomplished
	Identifies current events or issues.
	Provides somewhat relevant background.
	Offers an adequate contextual explanation.

	
	
	
	

	2 - Developmental
	Identifies events or issues vaguely.
	Provides background of possible relevance.
	Struggles to offer an adequate explanation that is contextual.

	1 - Emerging
	Identifies events or issues of questionable value.
	Provides little if any relevant background.
	Fails to offer explanation that is contextual.


Three Comparative Religious Studies Humanities majors wrote papers which addressed three appropriate topics: “Scientism and the work of Huston Smith,” “The Longevity of Religion,” and “Common Practices of Hinduism and the Disparity Found in India and America.” These were sophisticated papers which merited inclusion in the “exemplary” category. 

What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

We continue to address the complexity of the study of religion and plan to continue reflection on the problems we find in the study of religion in the US.  As in any other discipline, we find some students are able to handle complex worldviews with clarity and appreciation. 

Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

For Fall 2006, in RelS 1 we shall address Learning Outcomes # 2 and #5. 

Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

Yes, we have continued to analyze our Learning Objectives, but have not found the answer to the problem of complexity.  We are continuing the discussion. 

Department of Humanities Goals

1. 
Investigate topics using interdisciplinary approaches;

2. 
Appreciate, understand and celebrate diversity, while knowing how to identify and bracket one’s own cultural bias;

3. 
Think critically and creatively, without fear to question authority and to express rational skepticism;

4. 
Understand creations of the human imagination and intellect;

5. 
Synthesize various forms of knowledge to solve aesthetic, social and cultural problems;

6. 
Read, write and speak as members of the educated public and as citizens unafraid to face controversy;

7. 
Develop and integrate performance and research skills;

8. 
Become concerned and involved citizens, speaking on controversial issues and acting to influence the course of history.

Comparative Religious Studies Program

Mission Statement 

The mission of the Comparative Religious Studies Program is to work within the mission of the University and the mission of the College of Humanities and the Arts to instill in the student an understanding of human existence that is both tolerant and moral and to nurture an appreciation of human creativity as portrayed and expressed in works of language and literature, visual and performing arts, philosophy and theology, and by engagement in the creation of art and criticism.


In most modern nations, including the U.S., freedom of religious belief and practice is guaranteed as a human birthright. However, the knowledge and understanding of religions that leads citizens to embrace religious pluralism and tolerance, which we call religious literacy, must be learned. Members of the Comparative Religious Studies Program's faculty are committed to guiding students in the kinds of learning needed for this task. It is our goal to provide students with the key elements of religious literacy; knowledge of the basic data in the study of religions, respect and tolerance for diverse religious perspectives, and critical thinking skills that can be applied to explanations of religion from insiders (believers, participants, etc.) as well as outsiders (anthropologists, historians, etc.). 

Program Goals
1. 
Develop students' religious understanding, including their reading ability, critical thinking, interpretive skills and historical knowledge of religion and language.
2. 
Deepen students' appreciation of diverse cultures and expand their view of the world through study of religious phenomena.
3. 
Develop students' rhetorical and creative skills: ability to think, speak, listen, and write effectively.
4. 
Maintain a broad-based program of General Education courses at both the lower and upper division levels.
5. 
Foster professional growth and development for the faculty.
6. 
Recruit and retain a diverse student and faculty population.
7. 
Develop and maintain excellent relations with and service to our wider Community, including alumni and emeritus faculty.
8. 
Outcomes

Skills
· 
Ability to read texts closely and to articulate the value of close reading in the study of religious literature;
· 
Ability to explicate texts written in a wide variety of forms, styles, structures, and modes.
· 
Ability to respond imaginatively to the content and style of texts.
· 
Ability to write clearly, effectively, and imaginatively, and to adjust writing style appropriately to audience, content and subject.
· 
Ability to develop and carry out research projects and to articulate them within appropriate conceptual and methodological frameworks, including the ability to recognize when information is needed, and to locate, evaluate, organize, and incorporate information effectively.
· 
Ability to analyze texts other than literary or rhetorical: for example, political, journalistic, commercial, technical, etc. 

Knowledge
· 
Understanding of the historical development of the religious language and artifacts of religion from the beginning of existence to the present;
· 
Understanding of the relations between culture, history and texts, including ideological and political aspects of representation, economic processes of textual production, dissemination and reception, and cross-fertilization of textual representations by those of other arts: architecture, sculpture, music, film, painting, dance, and theatre.
· 
Understanding of the twofold nature of textual analysis: 1) objective study from varied analytical perspectives; 2) subjective experience of the aesthetic reality of the text. 
· 
Familiarity with a wide range of British and American literary works, as well as with selected authors and works of other literatures, including folk and popular forms .
· 
Familiarity with a wide range of literary terms and categories relating to literary history, theory, and criticism, including figurative language and prosody.
· 
Familiarity with the nature of the canon and of canon-formation, including issues of culture, history, race, ethnicity, gender, and sexual orientation.
· 
Familiarity with basic practices of literary research and documentation, including using the library and electronic forms of information retrieval and communication.

Experiences
· 
Face-to-face exchange of ideas with faculty and fellow students in the classroom, in office visits, and in shared activities on and off campus.
· 
Cooperative projects with other students in discussion groups, writing activities, and study sessions.
· 
Cultural resources of the University: interest groups, public lectures, readings by creative writers, theatrical productions, music and dance performances. 
· 
Involvement in the life of the University, connection with its physical environs, participation in a dynamic, rich, diverse intellectual community.
· 
Achievement of independently-conceived research projects, including the stating of a problem or issue and all steps involved in organizing, synthesizing, summarizing, and analyzing information in order to communicate conclusions.
Understandings, Interests, and Values
· 
An enduring interest in language and literature,
· 
A sense of the presence of the literary and rhetorical past.
· 
Greater awareness of the depth and complexity of human existence, perceived across the boundaries of time, place, culture, race, ethnicity, gender, and sexual orientation.
· 
Long-term interest and involvement in aesthetic, cultural, and intellectual matters as well as in social and political issues,
· 
Understanding of the ability of great literature and of concentrated language study to awaken and challenge readers and auditors to struggle with profound questions of human identity and values.
· 
A personal critical perspective, and a sense of intellectual independence and momentum
B.A. Program Assessment

Humanities Department

Degree program:  Creative Arts

Date completed:  May 24, 2006

Completed by:  Patricia Sanders, Creative Arts Program Coordinator

For Spring, 2006, Creative Arts Student Learning Outcomes Nos. 3 and 4 were assessed in CA 173 Thinking about Contemporary World Arts, taught by Professors Johanna Movassat and William McCraw.  SLO No. 3 states that the student should “be able to demonstrate an understanding of the diversity of the arts of various world cultures.  This would include the ability to explain relationships between the arts within a particular culture and between the arts of various cultures.”  SLO No. 4 states that students should be able to “demonstrate the ability to collaborate effectively with other students in the completion of team projects assigned in Creative Arts courses.”

Professors Movassat and McCraw report that 90% of the 35 Creative Arts students successfully achieved objectives 3 and 4.  Objective 3 was assessed through assignments that required students to demonstrate their knowledge of particular art forms within the context of social changes resulting from globalization and identity politics.  Objective 4 was assessed through group assignments, which required the preparation and integration of presentations encompassing perspectives on globalization and the arts.  Written assignments also directly measured SLOs.  These included four response paper essays, three critical essays, three review essays of cultural events and one summative comprehensive essay (7-10 pages).

For Fall, 2005, the student learning outcome assessed was Creative Arts Objective No. 2, which states “Be able to create class projects that demonstrate innovative thinking.”

For this learning outcome, Professor Johanna Movassat evaluated the performance of 18 CA 100W majors on their term-end oral presentation.  For this activity, the class was divided into groups of three to four students.  Each group was free to do a presentation on some aspect of the arts (theater, dance, music, painting, etc.).  The presentation was timed and judged according to specific criteria:  creativity, content, presentation methods (i.e. eye contact, clear pronunciation, not memorized, organization, good use of PowerPoint).  Each member of the group had an equal amount of time.  The students were expect to practice outside of class, but a small portion of each class was set aside for the groups to work together and check on their progress as well.  Students presented to the class their progress on the topic prior to the actual presentation.  Professor Movassat also met with the groups to check on their progress, give advice and make suggestions.

The reports by Creative Arts majors proved to be very creative, ranging in content from tap to hip-hop music, fiber arts to an analysis of logos as icons.  The presentations were “great” according to Professor Movassat.  Approximately 90% of the students did the assignment in a satisfactory manner.

Based on the findings of the Fall, 2005 assessment, it is reasonable and desirable to continue using the methods that have proved successful so far.  Given the quality of student performances, no changes are needed.

Concerning CA 173, the types of assignments were also successful.  While no change in method is suggested, it should be noted the content of this course is updated each time it is taught to reflect the latest developments in the intersections between globalization and the arts.  Moreover, the instructors consistently incorporate suggestions made in BOGS ongoing reviews.  Currently these suggestions are being satisfactorily addressed.

Since the three SLOs assessed so far have been met well, there are no recommendations at this time for revisions.

In Fall, 2006, data will be collected for CA SLO No. 1 in CA 172 The Arts in U. S. Society, which will be taught by Professor Jennifer Rycenga

Degree program ____Humanities__________________    Date completed __May 17, 2006  
Completed by _Chris Jochim_____

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

#3 Demonstrate knowledge of available and relevant information resources.

#5 Exhibit a personal critical perspective and a sense of intellectual independence.

For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Term papers were collected from five Humanities Majors in sections 1 and 2 of HUM 190 (Senior Sem) and section 1 of RELS 195 (Senior Sem) by Scaff, Rostankowski, and Jochim, respectively.  

For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Data were analyzed and discussed at a Program Coordinator’s meeting.

What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

First of all, we discovered that the number of majors in targeted courses, e.g., HUM 114 and 128, was so small that it would not be feasible to collect and analyze data for each Emphasis in the major (American, E. Asian, and European).  Data was collected for majors in HUM 114 only; and we considered changes in the SLOs (see below under “actions”).

Secondly, findings were determined in accord with a scoring rubric that isolated three elements of SLO #8, as follows.

SCORING RUBRIC FOR HUMANITIES BA PROGRAM SLO #8

	Scoring Level
	Identification
	Providing background
	Explanation

	4 - Exemplary
	Clearly identifies current events or issues.
	Provides especially relevant historical and cultural background.
	Offers a full and coherent explanation of ways in which the latter is the context for understanding the former.

	3 - Accomplished
	Identifies current events or issues.
	Provides somewhat relevant background.
	Offers an adequate contextual explanation.

	
	
	
	

	2 - Developmental
	Identifies events or issues vaguely.
	Provides background of possible relevance.
	Struggles to offer an adequate explanation that is contextual.

	1 - Emerging
	Identifies events or issues of questionable value.
	Provides little if any relevant background.
	Fails to offer explanation that is contextual.


For three Humanities majors in HUM 114 (Legacy of Asia), who wrote papers comparing Indian and Chinese responses to an issue for both nations during modernization, there were few problems with identification (average score 3.3), somewhat more problems with providing background (average score 2.8), and fairly serious problems with explanation (average score 2.5).  

What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

Firstly, we rewrote SLOs #7 and #8 to eliminate separate statements for the three Emphases in the major (American, E. Asian, and European), developing one statement that applies equally well to all three.  See attachment.
Secondly, we recommended that classes earlier in the careers of Humanities majors should emphasize sophistication of analytical explanation.  In particular, noting that under new SJSU Studies rules, students must take 100W early, we recommended that instructors for HUM 100W be specifically informed of this issue.

Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

For Fall 2006, we will feature SLOs #1, #2, and #7.  Written work from majors in HUM 114, 128, or 169 (depending are where they are enrolled) will be used for SLOs #1 and #7.  Work from majors in HUM 100W will be used for SLO #2.

Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

Yes.  As noted and explained above under “actions,” we rewrote SLOs #7and #8.  The attachment contains the updated version of SLOs.  For comparison, the old version can still be found on the Program Assessment pages of SJSU’s Office of Undergraduate Studies website.

Department of Humanities Goals

1. 
Investigate topics using interdisciplinary approaches;

2. 
Appreciate, understand and celebrate diversity, while knowing how to identify and bracket one’s own cultural bias;

3. 
Think critically and creatively, without fear to question authority and to express rational skepticism;

4. 
Understand creations of the human imagination and intellect;

5. 
Synthesize various forms of knowledge to solve aesthetic, social and cultural problems;

6. 
Read, write and speak as members of the educated public and as citizens unafraid to face controversy;

7. 
Develop and integrate performance and research skills;

8. 
Become concerned and involved citizens, speaking on controversial issues and acting to influence the course of history.

HUMANITIES BA PROGRAM LEARNING OBJECTIVES

1. 
Be able to use interdisciplinary methods for the study of culture(s), involving disciplines as diverse as archeology, art history, comparative religion, literature, music history, philosophy, and political theory.

2. 
Become skilled in the expression (written and verbal) of the results of interpretation, analysis, synthesis, and argument of ideas in the works of major authors and artists.

3. 
Demonstrate knowledge of available and relevant  information resources.

4. 
Describe the role, impact and ethical implications of ideas, texts, social movements, contemporary situations, and creations of the human imagination.

5. 
Exhibit a personal critical perspective and a sense of intellectual independence.

6. 
Show one understands the importance of scholarly research and demonstrate appropriate research skills for humanistic studies of culture.

7. 
Describe processes of cultural formation, historical development, and social change for a particular world area (e.g., America, East Asia, or Europe).

8. 
Explain how current events and contemporary issues can be better understood with knowledge of the historical and cultural background of a particular world area (e.g., America, East Asia, or Europe).

LIBERAL STUDIES PROGRAM  EVALUATION

Degree program:  Liberal Studies (in Humanities Department)


Date completed: May 24, 2006

Completed by: Susan Verducci

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Objective 1:  Utilize humanistic methods to organize and conduct research: engage in interdisciplinary critical inquiry and exploration: interpretation, analysis, synthesis, argument and expression (written and verbal).  

Objective 2:  Demonstrate knowledge of available information resources.

For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Objective 1

16 final research papers were randomly selected from liberal studies majors in Margot McBane’s section of (the capstone) Humanities 190 in Fall 2005.  

Objective 2

a. 
In February of 2006, 30 students enrolled in Susan Verducci’s Humanities 185 class were assessed in the course of beta-testing the Educational Testing Services’ (ETS) new information and communication technology test (ICT).  ETS defines ITC literacy proficiency as “the ability to use digital technology, communication tools, and/or networks appropriately to solve information problems in order to function in an information society.  This includes the ability to use technology as a tool to research, organize, evaluate and communicate information and the possession of a fundamental understanding of ethical/legal issues surrounding the access and use of information.”  The test is designed to measure students’ proficiency in the areas described.  

b. 
In combination with the ICT assessment, the 16 final research papers that were used to assess Objective 1 were examined to see if their bibliographies contain diverse and multiple resources.  

For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Objective 1 

These data were analyzed and summarized by the Program Coordinator, Susan Verducci, in the Spring of 2006.  They were discussed at a Program Coordinator’s Meeting.  
Objective 2 


a. 
The results of ETS’s beta-test will be available from ETS in July of 2006 and will be analyzed, summarized, and reported in the Fall of 2006.  

b. 
The bibliographic data were analyzed and summarized by the Program Coordinator, Susan Verducci, in the Spring of 2006.  They were discussed at a Program Coordinator’s Meeting.  

What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

Objective 1
The research papers were assessed using the following rubric: 

	Objective 1 Scoring Rubric

	Scoring Level
	Exploration
	Interpretation
	Analysis
	Synthesis
	Argument
	Expression

	4 - Exemplary
	Insightfully applies and articulates connections within and across multiple disciplines. 
	Analyzes insightful questions; categorizes and critiques content; detects bias; recognizes context.
	Accurately identifies the main conclusion of an argument; determines if the conclusion is supported with adequate reasons; develops and uses criteria for making judgments that are reliable, relevant and intellectually strong.
	Presents a perspective that synthesizes the main ideas of several readings in a way that gives more meaning to the readings as a whole.
	Argues succinctly; identifies and discusses issues thoroughly
	Displays superior control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English. 

	3 - Accomplished
	Applies and articulates connections within and across multiple disciplines. 
	Categorizes content; detects bias; recognizes context.
	While minor errors in analysis may be made, identifies the main conclusion of an argument; determines if the conclusion is supported with adequate reasons; develops and uses relevant, reliable criteria for making judgments.
	Presents a perspective that synthesizes the main ideas of several readings.  
	Argues clearly; identifies issues.
	Displays consistent control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English. 

	2 - Developmental
	Utilizes sources from at least 2 disciplines.
	Identifies some questions; recognizes basic content
	Significant errors are made in identifying the main conclusion of an argument, determining whether the conclusion is warranted, and/or determining whether the argument makes sense.  Evidence provided in the source(s) is misinterpreted; evaluative criteria are poorly developed, lack relevance and/or are unreliable.  
	The main idea of one reading is presented as the dominant perspective of the paper.  
	Mis-constructs arguments; generalizes issues
	Shows deficient control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English. 

	1 - Emerging
	Utilizes sources from at only 1 discipline.
	Fails to question data; ignores bias; chooses biased sources
	Fails to identify the main conclusion of an argument; forms incorrect conclusions about the validity of the argument; bases conclusions on a single source of evidence; unclear what, if any, evaluative criteria are used in forming judgments.
	There is no clear main idea to the paper.
	Omits argument; mis-represents issues
	Shows inadequate control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English. 


The mean scores of the students assessed for are represented in Table 1. 

Table 1 


[image: image1]
These numbers are visually represented below in Figure 1.  

The averages for all categories fell within the developmental and accomplished ranges. The students scored highest in terms of written expression, with a mean of 3.0.  The lowest scores were in analysis (2.6) and synthesis (2.6).  

An assessment of verbal expression was not possible with the data available.  

Figure 1


[image: image2]
Objective 2
a. 
The results of ETS’s beta-test will be available from ETS in July of 2006 and will be analyzed, summarized, and reported in the Fall of 2006.  

b. 
The references of the 16 research papers were analyzed for the frequencies of the following types of information resources: Books, online articles, pamphlets or maps, journal articles, magazine articles, newspaper articles, videos and interviews.  

The findings indicate that, as a group, students used all of the types of resources we sought.  The distribution is visually represented in Figure 2. Books were more than twice as likely to be used as online articles (mean of 4.31:1.88).  Journal articles came in third in terms of usage (mean 1.25).   Whereas all students used books, only one cited a video and two a pamphlet or map.  

Figure 2
	
	Book
	Online Articles
	Pamphlet Or Map
	Journal
	MagazineArticle
	NewspaperArticle
	Video
	Interview
	Mean

	1
	5
	11
	0
	0
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2.5

	2
	9
	6
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2.38

	3
	5
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2
	0
	0
	1.0

	4
	5
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1.0

	5
	4
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	1.0

	6
	7
	2
	0
	5
	3
	3
	0
	1
	2.63

	7
	1
	1
	0
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1.0

	8
	1
	2
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	.63

	9
	5
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1.

	10
	2
	3
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1.

	11
	6
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1.13

	12
	8
	0
	0
	3
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1.5

	13
	4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	.63

	14
	1
	1
	0
	3
	1
	0
	0
	1
	.88

	15
	1
	3
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	.75

	16
	5
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2
	1.13

	Mean
	4.31
	1.88
	.19
	1.25
	.88
	.63
	.13
	.81
	


What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

Objective 1 Clearly there is room for improvement in students’ learning and being able to apply the six aspects of this objective.  Although all factors of the objective require improvement, special attention ought to be paid to analysis and synthesis.  It was determined that there are a number of places where this can happen within the Humanities Department.  It can begin in Humanities 100W and continue in the Depth of Studies courses that Liberal Studies students are required to take.  Finally, attention can be paid in the capstone course, Humanities 190.  Many professors of these courses may be assuming that students who pass Hum 100W already have these skills mastered.  Increased focus on analysis and synthesis, not only in assessment of student writing, but in their oral participation and in written assessments of comprehension of the course texts can improve student understanding and ability to use these tools.   As a department, we have discussed focusing one of the capstone (Hum 190) courses on the topic of education.  Many Liberal Studies Teacher Preparation Emphasis students (who constitute ¾ of the Liberal Studies program) find themselves with few opportunities to write on the subject close to their hearts, education.  Perhaps coupling students’ expressed interests in education with opportunities to meet the above objective would improve their performance.  

It must be noted that the Humanities Department and the Liberal Studies Program is limited in terms of ability not only to assess but to impact the learning that our students do.  The program is multidisciplinary and the majority of required courses are taken outside of the Humanities department.  Although discussion occurs within the department on how to improve teaching and learning, we are limited by this circumstance. 
Objective 2

Action plans will be developed after the information literacy data are analyzed and reported.  

Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

In the fall of 2006, essays collected from Susan Verducci’s Humanities 185 course will be assessed for Student Learning Objectives 3 and 4.  

Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

Preliminary analysis of the Liberal Studies Student Learning Outcomes resulted in revising them to those contained in this document.  The type of assessment required by this program evaluation forced a narrowing of the original outcomes to what might be measured, moreover, what might be easily measured.   There is no opportunity to do the sort of longitudinal or in-depth qualitative study of student learning that might lead to a truly 

helpful and fine-grained picture of the quality of the Liberal Studies program.  Further, there are goals worth having that cannot be measured.  

Department of Humanities Goals

1. 
Investigate topics using interdisciplinary approaches;

2. 
Appreciate, understand and celebrate diversity, while knowing how to identify and bracket one’s own cultural bias;

3. 
Think critically and creatively, without fear to question authority and to express rational skepticism;

4. 
Understand creations of the human imagination and intellect;

5. 
Synthesize various forms of knowledge to solve aesthetic, social and cultural problems;

6. 
Read, write and speak as members of the educated public and as citizens unafraid to face controversy;

7. 
Develop and integrate performance and research skills;

8. 
Become concerned and involved citizens, speaking on controversial issues and acting to influence the course of history.

Liberal Studies Program Learning Objectives
For All Liberal Studies BA Majors

1. 
Utilize humanistic methods to organize and conduct research: engage in interdisciplinary critical inquiry and exploration: interpretation, analysis, synthesis, argument and expression (written and verbal).

2. 
Demonstrate knowledge of available information resources.

3. 
Describe the role, impact and ethical implications of ideas, texts, social movements, contemporary situations, and creations of the human imagination.

4. 
Exhibit a personal critical perspective and a sense of intellectual independence.

Additional Objective for Teacher Preparation Majors
5. 
Display an understanding of the key issues and practices of K-8 schooling.
DEPARTMENT OF LINGUISTICS
Degree program
BA Linguistics
Date completed 5-31-2006

Completed by Roula Svorou
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.

1. For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

Goal 1, objectives A – E (see attached "BA Linguistics Student Learning Outcomes")

2. For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

Direct measures: LING 112, LING 114, LING 125 (by Roula Svorou) Indirect measures: LING 111 (by Manjari Ohala) See attached assessment reports

3. For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Faculty retreat, May 26, 2006 (See attached LLD Department Retreat 2006 Notes)

4. What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05?

Not all courses planned to be assessed were actually assessed. The process turned out to be more demanding than initially estimated, especially for courses taught by part-time instructors (e.g. LING 101).

The three courses for which direct data were collected showed a general positive trend in students having met the learning objectives. (See attached assessment data) What appeared to be most challenging was matching the learning objectives to particular assignments, given that a particular assignment assesses more than one learning objective. This created some frustration with the process of data collection and evaluation, which is very time consuming, if the data are to be fully reliable.

One finding of the courses assessed as it relates to objective B, was that perception and production of speech sounds of the world's languages, although a desirable objective, realistically, with the resources currently available, cannot be covered in the one class that addresses this objective.

5. What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.)

The assessment for LING 101 will be done in the Fall 2006 semester.

Objective B is revised to: "Transcribe speech sounds of the world's languages using the International Phonetic Alphabet."

6. Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester. See attached Assessment Plan for AY 2006-07

7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes? If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

Yes, see 5 above and also revised Student Learning Outcomes.

Degree program: MA TESOL
Date completed: May 28, 2006 Completed by: Thom Huebner, Chair

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.

1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

See attached "MA TESOL Student Learning Outcomes."

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

See attached assessment reports.

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and

discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Faculty retreat, May 26, 2006 (see attached LLD Department Retreat 2006 Notes).

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in

Fall 05?

The reporting process is work over and above what we normally do as a part of our regular, on-going self-assessment of our programs. We found this process to involve a tremendous amount of time and work for a small department We are given no compensation in the form of release of other obligations, and so since the process takes time away from the department's mission, it is seen as detrimental to that mission.
5. What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.)

It appears that the department will have to explore ways to bear the cost of conducting the required assessment with our limited department funds, since there is apparently no assistance forthcoming from the administration. (In fact, last year, departments were promised a small grant ($500.00) to cover the cost of an assessment planning retreat We are now finished with our second cycle planning retreat, and to my knowledge have yet to see the $500.00.) To the extent that instructional resources are needed for this task, they are drawn away from direct services to our students. It is questionable how we will be able to reach enrollment targets under this added financial burden.

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester. 
See LLD Department Retreat 2006 Notes, p. 3.

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes? If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No..

SCHOOL OF MUSIC AND DANCE
Degree program__Bachelor of Arts and Bachelor of Music_  Date completed__May 25, 2006_

Completed by  Janet Averett

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

We reported on SLO No. 3, 6, and 7 in great detail in March, 2006, using data from Spring 2005 and Fall, 2005.

We will report on SLO 1 after the grades are in for Spring 2006.  

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

See attached for SLO 3 (also includes 6,7)  We analyzed all of the information from the assessment plan for all of our majors.  Janet Averett compiled and reported on data.

The complete report and with assessment plan on the “performance” Learning objective is attached (from March, 2006).  It was VERY complete and comprehensive.  The extensive “performance” SLO has now been consolidated into SLO 3, 6, and 7 in the revised Learning Outcomes.

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? 


For SLO 3 (6, and 7), data was compiled and analyzed in March.  It was 


discussed in faculty meetings and curriculum committee meetings in April 2006.

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 


That we are meeting our targets in this particular SLO.

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

None.  We assess this SLO very well.

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

We will collect data on SLO 1 after Spring 2006 grades are in.  

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  

Yes. Revised SLOs are attached and include the assessment plan for each. Please note that the “performance” SLO for the BA and BM degrees are now consolidated in to SLO 3, 6, and 7, which have already been assessed.

Degree program__Master of Arts in Music___ Date completed__May 25, 2006_____________

Completed by____Janet Averett_______________

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.




NONE for M.A.

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.


SEE SLOS and ASSESSMENT PLAN FOR EACH in attached document.



We will examine SLO 1, and 2 after findings are in for this semester.  We will examine 3, and 4 after data is in for Fall 2006. Schedule is in attached document

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.




Revised assessment plan, but not SLOs.

May 2006

SCHOOL OF MUSIC AND DANCE

STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES AND ASSESSMENT PLAN FOR THE MUSIC MAJOR

The School of Music and Dance currently has the following programs:

Bachelor of Arts in Music

Bachelor of Arts in Dance*

Bachelor of Music with Concentrations in Performance, Music Education, Composition and Jazz 
Studies 

Teacher Preparation

Master of Arts in Music

*Assessment plan and schedule will follow in the Fall semester.

I.
Mission Statement

The School of Music and Dance is committed to developing the talent of potential creators, performers, and teachers of sonic works of art, expressing the values of the diverse cultural heritages of the Bay Area.  Through a curriculum which emphasizes applied studies, wide-ranging ensemble opportunities, both historical and contemporary history and literature, improvisation, music education, as well as theory and composition, the School of Music and Dance addresses contemporary expectations for basic skills, modern technology, non-Western musical traditions, and broad performance involvement that together promoted breath and versatility.  At the undergraduate level the goals of the school are as follows:  1) to make available a variety of quality experiences that meet the needs that were just enumerated; 2) to prepare students who seek one of the State of California teaching credentials through a curriculum which prepares them to serve students within an increasingly culturally diverse population; 3) to provide a minor for students majoring in another field; 4) to serve the university student population with quality courses in General Education which cover a broad spectrum of musical periods and styles; (5) to enrich the cultural climate of the university as well as the South San Francisco Bay Area through the presentation of concerts, master classes, recitals and other learning opportunities both on-and off-campus.  A distinction emerges at the graduate level where more emphasis is placed on the development of scholarship and research skills, and the thrust of the program is to focus a student's field of study rather than to broaden it.

At the graduate level, a distinction emerges where more emphasis is placed on the development of scholarship and research skills, and the thrust of the program is to focus a student’s field of study rather than to broaden it.  Rather than more specialized M.M. degrees, SJSU offers the Master of Arts in Music, containing a broad core of general studies in performance, history, theory, with elective studies in supportive areas.  The program does, however, require focus in a particular area, such as performance, jazz studies, composition, choral or instrumental conducting.

This broad statement encompasses all facets of the School's mission.  This document shall only address the undergraduate and graduate degree programs, focusing on goals 1)-3) above.

II.  Introduction and overall program assessment

How we assess

It should be noted that the School attempts to meet the competency standards of its accreditation agency, the National Association of Schools of Music.  NASM mandates assessment accountability.  The following learning outcomes and objectives specifically address the competencies detailed in NASM 2001-2002 Handbook.

The music unit also states at the outset that becoming an accomplished musician or musician-teacher requires the acquisition of a body of skills that enables individual artistic achievement or accomplishment.  A musician at any given moment can play several roles—that of creator, interpreter, performer, composer, scholar, researcher, historian, and/or theorist.  Thus, there is no single way to quantify achievement of proficiency in individual artistic achievement.  While certain technical skills can be measured or quantified, other artistic abilities cannot.   A quality, such as musical expression, is intangible and often quite subjective.  The music unit does not seek to impose a single standard or metric by which all students can be measured, but provide a framework that enables each student to grow from their individual starting points. 

The learning goals and objectives set forth below are purposely both detailed and specific, yet broad and vague.  They often entail multiple experiences and are thus assessed holistically across that range of experiences without a single capstone requirement that can demonstrate even a minimum competency.  Therefore, multiple courses, requirements and tools are included to assess achievement of particular learning objectives.   Some specific assessment tools used in courses and other requirements are detailed for the objective.  The overall program assessment tool, however, and the most important outcome is whether the student graduates.

Faculty discussion.  The faculty regularly visits student achievement in faculty meetings, when it might discuss ways to improve the performance of an individual student.    The faculty has also revised its curriculum and objectives in recent years in order to be more current and to better meet NASM standards.  Currently, we plan to revisit the curriculum and assessment tools that involve musicianship and the single subject teaching credential.

Course work (exams, papers, projects, journals, performances).  Courses that develop musicians and provide opportunities for meeting learning objectives use multiple formative and summative assessment tools:  e.g., regular quizzes, papers that allow opportunities for feedback and improvement, summative exams and projects, and rehearsals with constant aiming towards performance.
Diagnostic entrance exams.  In both the undergraduate and graduate programs, entrance exams assess where students are, requiring minimum standards to assist in ensuring that the student will be able to complete the program.  At the undergraduate level students are tested in their applied area and in music systems.  In music systems, the student may remediate through course work.  In applied study, the student must also meet minimum performance standards to be accepted into that performance (or composition) area.  The diagnostic exam also allows for placement along a scale of levels representing semesters.  Placement enables the student and instructor to have an idea of how many semesters of applied study s/he will need to gain proficiency to give that final project or senior recital.  At the graduate level, failure of all areas of the entrance exam means no entrance to the program.  Weakness in some areas of music systems or music history allows for remediation.

Formative jury exams.  At the end of each semester all students must perform or present a jury examination representing the semester's work.  All of the faculty of the student's applied area (e.g., voice, woodwinds, studio arts, improvised music studies, strings, composition) assess the student's achievement along a set of criteria.  The student receives evaluation and written comments from each faculty member pointing to areas needing improvement for the next jury.  These written comments are kept in the student's file in the school's music office. 

Formative/summative junior qualifying exams.  The junior qualifying exam/jury represents summative assessment for lower division applied study and qualifies the student for upper division study.  It is a longer examination, evaluated just like the other juries, although the criteria for performance are much more specific.   If the student does not pass this exam with an overall grade of C-, s/he cannot continue in the music program.

Regular faculty feedback.  Music students receive constant feedback, formative assessment, from instructors in various forms.  For example, in every weekly private applied lesson (on, e.g., clarinet, violin), the student receives direct verbal feedback and instruction from the instructor, much like the master/apprentice model.  Assessment of the week's work/practice then leads to directives for the next week. Besides improvement in performance skills, the ultimate goal is independent preparation where the student teaches him-/herself.  Such didactical instruction also takes place in ensemble work where directives are both concrete and abstract, teaching students to teach themselves to be good musicians.  Other instances of regular faculty feedback take place in courses such as Musc 12 (weekly papers) and Musc 100W (regular papers/practice and feedback).

Student advising.  Students are advised by a program advisor in accordance with the minimum requirements of the university.  They are also encouraged to seek advice at any time.  Often the private instructor or area coordinator serves in an advising capacity.  Advising helps to ensure that the student's are on track towards a timely graduation and often identifies problem areas and possible solutions.

Formative performance requirements.   Besides juries and the summative junior and senior (or master's) recitals, students have other required opportunities to develop and improve performance skills. They must perform every semester in closed and open forums (repertory or master classes, studio recitals, public group student recitals).  These allow for the development of repertory and dealing with other performance issues, such as stage fright, memorization, and stage presence.  Formative verbal assessment is done by the student's applied instructor. 

Portfolios, theses and recitals.  Summative requirements include the development of portfolios of works in various media and forms for composition students, performance of a senior recital for B.A. students, and performance of junior and senior recitals for B.M. students.  In the M.A. program, recitals are required for performers and conductors, theses for theorists and other scholarly disciplines, and thesis compositions and performance of their works for composers.

Comprehensive exit exams.  Students in the M.A. program currently must complete a comprehensive written exam that targets all four SLO’s in the program.

Grades.  A minimum grade of C- is required in all music courses and juries for the B.A and B.M. (except Musc 100W which requires a C).  For the subject matter preparation in music for the teaching credential, the minimum requirement is a B- and demonstration of state mandated competencies via an entrance interview/exam.  A minimum grade of C is required in all M.A. courses.

Alumni/Exit surveys.  Finally, while we do use exit surveys as a tool to "see how well we're doing" regarding the student's perception of his/her preparation for graduate work, we have found the surveys thus far to be more of a popularity contest and an opportunity for students to vent frustration rather than a reliable measure of whether s/he is a competent musician or has met required learning objectives.   We plan to revisit this tool to see if the questions can be more objectively tied to outcomes and learning objectives.  This survey was submitted with a prior report.

Other evidence of student achievement.  As outlined in the NASM Self-Study the school informally keeps up with its graduates and what they do after graduation.   While we do not have specific numbers of those who continue in graduate school, enter doctoral programs, earn teaching credentials or enter other music careers, we do have a general idea of what our graduates are doing.   Further, some faculty might also informally inquire about, e.g., the performance of an individual student on the music theory or history portion of graduate entrance exam.  However, this anecdotal evidence is only useful in a general sense and cannot easily be factored into the specific learning objectives below.  Additional evidence includes competitions where the students or student groups receive awards and/or commendation.

III.  Learning outcomes for all Music Degrees

A.  
Learning Outcomes for all Bachelor Degrees in Music:
After successful completion of the requirements for all Bachelor degrees in Music, students should be able to:

1.
demonstrate the ability to hear, identify, and work conceptually with the melodic, 
harmonic, and rhythmic elements of music, including sight-reading, keyboard 
proficiency, and analysis.

2.
demonstrate a working knowledge of music history and literature from the Western art 
tradition, with supporting related studies in non-western traditions, practices, and 
cultures.
3.
competently perform repertory appropriate to a university music program, as individuals, 
as conductors, and as members of ensembles, utilizing skills and knowledge gained from 
the previous two learning outcomes.

4.
demonstrate how technology affects and serves music as a discipline in general, and as it 
pertains to their area of specialization.

5.
successfully complete a capstone experience appropriate to their area of specialization.

B.  
Additional Learning Outcomes for the Bachelor of Music Degrees:

After successful completion of the requirements for the Bachelor of Music degree, students should be able to:


6.
perform standard repertoire competently and expressively, and provide musical 
leadership appropriate to a university music program as soloists, as conductors, and as 
members of major performing ensembles and smaller chamber ensembles.

7.
demonstrate a working knowledge of the repertory in their major performance area and 
the ability to perform from a cross-section of that repertory through a successful capstone 
experience (a senior solo recital or senior recital of original compositions).

C. 
 Learning Outcome for Teacher Preparation in Music:

B.M.--Music Education majors only or Subject Matter Preparation for Teaching Credential:

8.
demonstrate basic performance skills as well as pedagogical and classroom methods appropriate for a music education major entering the field of public school teaching

D. 
Learning Outcomes for the Master of Arts in Music

The goals of the graduate program are to prepare students for careers in performance, composition, scholarship and teaching and/or to prepare them for further music study in doctoral programs.  The program must meet competencies required by its external accreditation agency, the National Association of Schools of Music.

1.
Demonstration of professional competence in a major field of study, such as 
performance, composition, conducting, etc.

2.
Demonstration of advanced knowledge of music theory as appropriate at the Master’s 
level.

3.
Demonstration of advanced knowledge of music history as appropriate at the Master’s 
level.

4.
Demonstration of scholarly research skills and advanced ability in written communication 
and critical inquiry.

IV.
Assessment Plan


1.
demonstrate the ability to hear, identify, and work conceptually with the melodic, harmonic, and rhythmic elements of a large body of music, through verbal, visual and aural analysis, sight-reading, and keyboard proficiency.

Assessment:  Diagnostic exam in music systems.  Introduced, reinforced and advanced through Music fundamentals (009), Music Systems  IA, IB, IIA, IIB, IIIA 25A-B (piano proficiency).  Students must pass these courses with a 

Additional in-depth assessment for B.M-Performance:  Advanced through Music Systems IIIB, IVA, IVB, Musc 103 (Form and Analysis), Musc 

104 (Counterpoint), Musc 106 (Orchestration).  For BM-Jazz Studies:  Introduced, reinforce and advanced through Musc 106A and 106B( Jazz Theory and Arranging I and II) and Musc 27 (Jazz keyboard).

Some specific tools:  Assignments, in class work, and feedback and exams all courses.

Final grades in all music classes must be a C- or better.


2.
demonstrate a working knowledge of music history and literature from the Western art tradition, with supporting related studies in non-western traditions, practices, and cultures.

Assessment:  Introduced in Musc 12, Musc 19.  Advanced in Musc 110, 111, 120 Reinforced in all performance classes and repertory classes (144, 150-159, 160A-T) and through concert attendance (Music 181 or assessed through applied jury).  Non-western practices reinforced and advanced through Musc 40A or 148A or B.  

Some specific tools:  Listening projects Periodic and final exams and research papers in Musc 12, 110, 111.  Final projects/exams in Musc 19, 40A 120, 148.  

Final grades in all music classes must be a C- or better.

3.
competently perform repertory appropriate to a university music program, as individuals, as conductors, and as members of ensembles, utilizing skills and knowledge gained from the previous two learning outcomes.

See prior report for WASC (it is attached here).   This SLO, coded by us as the “performance” SLO was quite lengthy with several sub-categories of objectives. We have already assessed this objective in depth for Fall 2005.   A revised assessment plan will follow.  However, our assessment and reporting of this objective could not have been more complete.

4.
demonstrate how technology affects and serves music as a discipline in general, and as it pertains to their area of specialization.

Assessment:  Introduced, reinforced and Advanced in Musc 13.  Reinforced and advanced for B.M. Composition and Jazz Studies concentrations through Musc 167 (Introduction to Electro-Acoustics) and Musc 170 (Beginning Recording), composition portfolio requirements.   

Some specific tools:  Project specific to specialization for B.A. or B.M Performance, Music Education or Jazz Studies concentrations in Musc 13.  Final projects in Musc 167 and Musc 170 for composition, specific composition projects requiring technology demonstration in composition portfolio.

Final grades in all music classes must be a C- or better.

5.
successfully complete a capstone experience appropriate to their area of specialization.

Assessment:  B. A. students only.  Completion of Musc 182  or a senior recital on a Pass/no Pass basis.  Assessed by faculty in area of specialization.  Reinforced and advanced through coursework (of various possibilities) and advising by area coordinator in area of specialization.

After successful completion of the requirements for the Bachelor of Music degree, students should be able to:


6.
perform standard repertoire competently and expressively, and provide musical leadership appropriate to a university music program as soloists, as conductors, and as members of major performing ensembles and smaller chamber ensembles.

Assessment:  In addition to in-depth assessment of SLO (3) above (see attached WASC report), students in this program (B.M. Performance, Composition and Jazz Studies Concentrations) must complete a junior solo recital.  They must also take additional courses in chamber music—Musc 160A-T—and Conducting—Music 147A.  The junior recital is assessed on a pass-no pass basis by the faculty in the area and paperwork is kept on file for each student.  Other courses are assessed as already described in detail and must be passed with a C- or better.


7.
demonstrate a working knowledge of the repertory in their major performance area and the ability to perform from a cross-section of that repertory through a successful capstone experience (a senior solo recital or senior recital of original compositions).

Assessment:  Students in this program must present a one-hour senior (B.A. is 30-minute) recital either as performers of major literature in their area or as composers of original compositions.  Two faculty assess this capstone recital on a pass-no pass basis and records are kept on file in the main music office.



8.
demonstrate basic performance skills as well as pedagogical and classroom methods appropriate for a music education major entering the field of public school teaching


Students in this program must earn a B- or better in all coursework.

Assessment:  Introduced, reinforced and advanced through vocal and instrumental techniques and classroom methods classes, Musc 26A, Musc 125A, 125B, 125C, 125D, MuEd 170A, MuEd 170B, MuEd 140, 370A, 370B.

Some specific tools:  Daily feed back and practice in all classes.  Periodic performance and written exams for Musc 125 classes and 170B.  Final exam is like a performance jury.  Final exams in 370A and 370B, e.g., include demonstration of a compendium of techniques for classroom teaching.

Assessment Plan for the Master of Arts in Music degree:

Students must earn a grade of C or better in all graduate courses in music. 

1.
Demonstration of professional competence in a major field of study such as performance, composition, conducting, etc.


Assessment:  Entrance audition/admission requirements, course work in applied and elective areas (Musc 224), final recitals or thesis, comprehensive written exam.

Some specific tools:  Entrance audition in major area assessed by area faculty qualifying them for advanced study; course work in applied area (Musc 224) further develops expertise (assessment tools same as for undergraduate applied study), catalog minimum requirements assist in general assessment of preparation for graduate study, recitals or thesis are evaluated by area faculty for demonstrating minimum standards and written records are kept in the student’s file, comprehensive written exam by graduate faculty to defend recitals or thesis demonstrates comprehensive knowledge of subject.

2.
Demonstration of advanced knowledge of music theory

Assessment: Entrance exams (must pass with 70%) demonstrate minimum competencies and foundation, students may remediate through graduate review course before proceeding to graduate course work in music theory (Musc 202).  Student must pass Musc 202 with C or better as well as the music theory portion of the comprehensive written exam.
Some specific tools:  Assignments and final projects or exams in Musc 202 (Studies in Musical Systems).  Comprehensive written review by graduate faculty might include directed music theory questions regarding their recitals, composition, or thesis. 

3.
Demonstration of advanced knowledge of music history

Assessment:  Entrance exams (must pass with 70%) in music history covering six eras assess foundation for graduate study.  With special permission students may remediate with undergraduate course work.  Competency advanced with graduate course work in music history (Musc 203).  Student must pass with C or better.

Some specific tools:  Assignments and final project in Musc 203 (Studies in Music History).  Comprehensive written review by graduate faculty might also includes directed music history questions regarding final recitals, composition, or thesis or any topic covered during their study.

4.
Demonstration of scholarly research skills and advanced ability in written communication and critical inquiry

Assessment:

University admission requirements, entrance exams in music history and TOEFL scores assess foundation for graduate work.  If weakness detected student may remediate with course work (Musc 100W).  Competency advanced through course work (Musc 200, 202, 203 and electives).  

Some specific tools:  Research assignments and other research papers required in Musc 200 (Music Bibliography), Musc 202 and 203.  A question on the comprehensive written exam is also directed at research skills learned in the program.  Assessed by graduate faculty in the area.

V.
Schedule of Assessment of SLOS in Music

Bachelor degrees:

Fall 2005:  performance SLO already assessed (No. 3, 6, and 7).

Spring 2006:  when data is available, SLO 1 

Fall 2006:  SLO 4

Spring 2007:  SLO  2, 5,  8

Master of Arts degree:

Spring 2006:  SLO 1, 2

Spring 2007:  SLO 3, 4

Degree program_Bachelor of Arts in Dance______    Date completed_May 26, 2006____________

Completed by____Fred Mathews_______________

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

None for Dance Progam

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

It is the goal of the Dance Program to examine SLO 1 and 2 this summer, 3 and 4 in the Fall 2006 semester and 5 and 6 by the end of Spring 207.  See attached  for SLOs in Dance

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

Assessment/Dance

Undergraduate studies in dance should prepare students to function in a variety of artistic roles. In order to achieve this goal, instruction should prepare students to: 

1. perform in public as dancers;

All technique classes – mid terms and finals

All choreography classes – Two open showings of work each semester and a final project in 145 A, B and C

Performance in Student Concert, Images in Dance and Portfolio Concert through Danc 194B

Advanced performing companies, Danc 112

2. develop visual and aural perceptions;

Rhythmic Fundamentals, Danc 75

Dance Appreciation, Danc 10

Movement Notation, Danc 149

Kinesiology, Danc 150

Dance Production, Danc 146

All choreography classes, Danc 145 A, B, C and 186

3. become familiar with and develop competence in a number of dance techniques and develop proficiency in at least one;

Four levels of ballet, modern and jazz

Tap and Tech of World Dance

4. become familiar with the historical and cultural dimensions of dance, including the works and intentions of leading dancers and choreographers both past and present;

Danc 10

Danc 102

Danc 144A and B

Danc 153

DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY
Degree program  Philosophy  B.A.   Date completed  May 4, 2006

Completed by  Thomas Leddy, Acting Chair

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

1. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, major figures and ideas in various historical periods and in various traditions from around the world.

2. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, core areas of Philosophy.

3. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, the methods used in various major philosophical traditions. 

4. 
have the ability to read texts carefully and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these texts.

5. 
have the ability to understand oral presentations and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these communications.

6. 
have the ability successfully to carry out research projects.

7. 
have the ability successfully to collect and evaluate information. 

8. 
have high level skills in communication and critical inquiry.  

9. 
have an ability to reflect critically on issues in the sciences, social sciences, humanities and arts, and express this reflection in both oral and written forms.  

10. 
have an understanding of the demands of responsible citizenship and an understanding of how to make and defend ethical choices. 

11. 
have an understanding of the ways in which culture, race, ethnicity, gender, economic class, sexual orientation, and national membership influence perceptions about reality, knowledge and value. 

2.
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

The data consists in the grades found in PeopleSoft, and also the collective knowledge of the undergraduate and graduate advisors and other members of the philosophy department as needed.  See our plan.  The papers, exams, in-class exercises, etc. in each class are designed to measure student performance on the student learning outcome objectives identified for that class.  The direct performance measures were collected by the instructors who were then contacted by the assessment committee.

3.
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

These were discussed by the assessment committee in May 2006.  Students with difficulties were contacted. 

4.
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

Students need to have a 70C class on 19th and 20th century philosophy (in addition to both 70A and 70B) to better meet goals #1 and 2.  

5.
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

We plan to have a 70C class on 19th and 20th century philosophy to better meet goals #1 and 2.  We plan to secure release-time for faculty who wish to work on curricular change and pedagogical research. We plan to use the Philosophy Learning Center to help students meet goal #4.

6.
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

None.  We have no additional learning outcomes. 

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No

Mission Statement for BA Program

The Philosophy Department has four missions similar to, and based on, the university missions: (1) to enrich the lives of its students through philosophical study, discussion, and reflection, (2) to transmit knowledge of philosophy to its students along with (3) the necessary skills for applying it in the service of our society (helping bring philosophical ideas to bear on important community issues), and (4) to expand the base of knowledge through the promotion of faculty and student research and scholarship in philosophy.  These missions are distinct but mutually supportive.

Learning Outcomes

Graduates with a BA in Philosophy will 
1. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, major figures and ideas in various historical periods and in various traditions from around the world.

2. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, core areas of Philosophy.

3. 
be able to identify and discuss, in both written and oral fashion, the methods used in various major philosophical traditions. 

4. 
have the ability to read texts carefully and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these texts.

5. 
have the ability to understand oral presentations and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these communications.

6. 
have the ability successfully to carry out research projects.

7. 
have the ability successfully to collect and evaluate information. 

8. 
have high level skills in communication and critical inquiry.  

9. 
have an ability to reflect critically on issues in the sciences, social sciences, humanities and arts, and express this reflection in both oral and written forms.  

10. 
have an understanding of the demands of responsible citizenship and an understanding of how to make and defend ethical choices. 

11. 
have an understanding of the ways in which culture, race, ethnicity, gender, economic class, sexual orientation, and national membership influence perceptions about reality, knowledge and value. 

Matching learning outcomes to courses at the Undergraduate Level:

Learning outcome 1: 70A, 70B, 104, 119, 120, 121, 190/290

Learning outcome 2 and 3: 09, 66,106, 108, 109, 113, 132,149, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 291, 292, 293

Learning outcome 4: All courses

Learning outcome 5: All courses

Learning outcome 6: All courses

Learning outcome 7: All courses

Learning outcome 8: All courses

Learning outcome 9: 57, 66, 106, 107, 110, 111, 115, 126, 133, 160

Learning outcome 10: 61, 108, 110, 111, 115, 119, 121, 126, 132, 133, 155, 186, 292

Learning outcome 11: 57, 61, 104, 108, 110, 111, 114, 119, 121, 122, 186

Grading Matrix:

A= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and all learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

B= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and at least 80% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course.

C= Student has met all program learning outcomes and at least 70% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

D= Student has not met all program learning outcomes, but has met at least 60% of the learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

F= Student has not met all program learning outcomes, nor has student met at least 50% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

Advising: 

Students must take 09, 70A, 70B, and satisfy all the learning outcomes. Two of the courses must be from the 190 or 290 series. 

Matching learning outcomes to courses at the Undergraduate Level:

Learning outcome 1: 70A, 70B, 104, 119, 120, 121, 190/290

Learning outcome 2 and 3: 09, 66,106, 108, 109, 113, 132,149, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 291, 292, 293

Learning outcome 4: All courses

Learning outcome 5: All courses

Learning outcome 6: All courses

Learning outcome 7: All courses

Learning outcome 8: All courses

Learning outcome 9: 57, 66, 106, 107, 110, 111, 115, 126, 133, 160

Learning outcome 10: 61, 108, 110, 111, 115, 119, 121, 126, 132, 133, 155, 186, 292

Learning outcome 11: 57, 61, 104, 108, 110, 111, 114, 119, 121, 122, 186

Grading Matrix:

A= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and all learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

B= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and at least 80% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course.

C= Student has met all program learning outcomes and at least 70% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

D= Student has not met all program learning outcomes, but has met at least 60% of the learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

F= Student has not met all program learning outcomes, nor has student met at least 50% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

Advising: 

Students must take 09, 70A, 70B, and satisfy all the learning outcomes. Two of the courses must be from the 190 or 290 series. 

Student Name:





Student ID:

Learning Outcomes Checklist

	Learning Outcome
	Satisfied by x grade in x course in x year

	1
	

	2
	

	3
	

	4
	

	5
	

	6
	

	7
	

	8
	

	9
	

	10
	

	11
	


Annual Evaluations

	Year
	Evaluator's written comments
	Holistic Assessment

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Degree program  Philosophy  M.A.   Date completed  May 18, 2006

Completed by  Thomas Leddy, Acting Chair

Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

1. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, and in a written exam taken without the benefit of notes, major figures and ideas in various historical periods and in various traditions from around the world.

2. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, core areas of Philosophy.

3. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, the methods used in various major philosophical traditions,

4. 
have the ability to read texts carefully and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these texts.

5. 
develop and  present in written and oral form their own philosophical positions and defend them using philosophically sound reasoning.

6. 
have the ability to understand oral presentations and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these communications.

7. 
have high level skills in communication, critical inquiry and the ability to collect and evaluate information successfully, and to use all of these skills in their own original research.   

8. 
have an ability to reflect critically on issues in the sciences, social sciences, humanities and arts, and express this reflection in both oral and written forms.  

9. 
have an understanding of the demands of responsible citizenship and an understanding of how to make and defend ethical choices. 

10. 
have an understanding of the ways in which culture, race, ethnicity, gender, economic class, sexual orientation, and national membership influence perceptions about reality, knowledge and value. 

11. 
be able to teach and assess all these skills and competencies at the lower division undergraduate level. 

1. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

The data consists in the grades found in PeopleSoft, and also the collective knowledge of the   graduate advisor and other members of the philosophy department as needed.  See our plan.  The papers, exams, in-class exercises, etc. in each class are designed to measure student performance on the student learning outcome objectives identified for that class.  The direct performance measures were collected by the instructors who were then contacted by the assessment committee.

2. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

These were discussed by the assessment committee in May 2006.  Students with difficulties were contacted. 

3. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05? 

There may  be a need for a one-three unit course for students who are going to be Teaching Associates to study college teaching practices. 

4. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) 

The department will discuss whether we need a one-three unit course for students who are going to be Teaching Associates.

5. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

None.  We have no additional learning outcomes. 

6. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes?  If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No

Mission Statement for MA Program

The Philosophy Department has four missions similar to, and based on, the university missions: (1) to enrich the lives of its students through philosophical study, discussion, and reflection, (2) to transmit knowledge of philosophy to its students along with (3) the necessary skills for applying it in the service of our society (helping bring philosophical ideas to bear on important community issues), and (4) to expand the base of knowledge through the promotion of faculty and student research and scholarship in philosophy.  These missions are distinct but mutually supportive.

Learning Outcomes

Graduates with a MA in Philosophy will 
1. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, and in a written exam taken without the benefit of notes, major figures and ideas in various historical periods and in various traditions from around the world.

2. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, core areas of Philosophy.

3. 
be able to identify and discuss, both orally and in a sustained major written essay, the methods used in various major philosophical traditions, and 

4. 
have the ability to read texts carefully and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these texts.

5. 
develop and  present in written and oral form their own philosophical positions and  defend them using philosophically sound reasoning.

6. 
have the ability to understand oral presentations and to identify and critique the arguments expressed in these communications.

7. 
have high level skills in communication, critical inquiry and the ability to collect and evaluate information successfully, and to use all of these skills in their own original research.   

8. 
have an ability to reflect critically on issues in the sciences, social sciences, humanities and arts, and express this reflection in both oral and written forms.  

9. 
have an understanding of the demands of responsible citizenship and an understanding of how to make and defend ethical choices. 

10. 
have an understanding of the ways in which culture, race, ethnicity, gender, economic class, sexual orientation, and national membership influence perceptions about reality, knowledge and value. 

11. 
be able to teach and assess all these skills and competencies at the lower division undergraduate level. 

Matching learning outcomes to courses and activities at the Graduate Level:

Learning outcome 1: 290, and comprehensive exams

Learning outcome 2 and 3: 291, 292, 293

Learning outcome 4: All courses

Learning outcome 5: All courses

Learning outcome 6: 298, 299

Learning outcome 7: All courses

Learning outcome 8: All courses

Learning outcome 9: 106, 107, 110, 111, 115, 126, 133, 160

Learning outcome 10: 292

Learning outcome 11: 104, 108, 110, 111, 114, 119, 121, 122, 186

Learning outcome 12: Teaching and grading experience as Philosophy Center tutor, Graduate Assistant, or Teaching Associate 

Grading Matrix:

A= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and all learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

B= Student has met or exceeded all program learning outcomes and at least 80% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course.

C= Student has met a majority of program learning outcomes and at least 70% of learning outcomes specific to the particular course. 

D= Student has not met all program learning outcomes, nor has student attained mastery in course.  

F= Student met none of the program learning outcomes, nor has student achieved mastery in course. 

Mapping learning outcomes to classes

	Course
	Learning outcomes

	104
	1,4,5,6,7,8,11

	106
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8,9

	107
	4,5,6,7,8,9

	108
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8,10,11

	109
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8

	110
	4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11

	111
	4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11

	113
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8

	114
	4,5,6,7,8,11

	115
	4,5,6,7,8,10

	119
	4,5,6,7,8,10,11

	120
	1,4,5,6,7,8

	121
	1,4,5,6,7,8,10,11

	122
	4,5,6,7,8,11

	126
	4,5,6,7,8,9,10

	132
	2,3,4,5,6,7,8,10

	133
	4,5,6,7,8,9,10

	149
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8

	155
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8,10

	157
	2,3,4,5,6,7,8

	158
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8

	159
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8

	160
	2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9

	186
	4,5,6,7,8,10,11

	190/290
	1,4,5,6,7,8

	291
	2,3,4,5,6,7,8

	292
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8,10

	293
	2,3, 4,5,6,7,8


Student Name:





Student ID:

Learning Outcomes Checklist

	Learning Outcome
	Satisfied by x grade in x course in x year
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DEPARTMENT OF TELEVISION-RADIO-FILM-THEATRE

Degree Program:  BA in Radio TV Film

Information compiled by Kimb Massey   May 25, 2006

Assessment reports have been posted to our assessment site for your review.

Note: you will see our future assignments listed as place holders; therefore, they do not have completed information posted, yet.

Check out this Web page:

http://www.tvradiofilmtheatre.org/massey/assessment/
1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives. 
SLO #1-3 

2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?
See charts above.   (on web page)

3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).
Report to faculty, discussion in meeting. 

4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05?
The assignments used were effective is accomplishing student learning objectives. 
5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) N/A 

6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.
We established a LIVING assessment environment (Web site) including blank forms that instructors could use to compile their informatione efficiently. We will assign two classes in the fall (RTVF 91 for SLO#4 and RTVF173 for SLO#5). 

7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes? If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes. No. 

Degree program_Theatre Arts BA   Date completed_05/23/2006
Completed by_Kathleen Normington
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.





1. 
For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives. SLO # 7: Succinctly evaluate and critique a production utilizing the language of theatre and media.
2. 
For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06? Students must write two papers on theatre performances assigned by the instructor. Prior to the performance, writing guidelines and grading rubrics are reviewed in class. A prewriting assignment is given at the beginning of the semester to assess student writing and there is also a mandatory rewrite for this paper. This information was collected by Kathleen Normington.
3. 
For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized,  analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty). Data was shared with department faculty and chair but no action was taken at the time. 
4. 
What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05?  The small number of majors (2) and the successful completion of the objectives did not warrant any further action by the department..

5. 
What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.) No actions necessary at this time.
6. 
Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester. It is recommended that SLO # 6 (Articulate a global and diverse understanding of theatre history, literature and performance from both a theoretical and practical perspectives.) Data will be collected from TA 10 (Theatre Appreciation) and TA 120 (Theatre History). SLO #10 (Demonstrate acting skills and techniques by appearing in a select number of productions.) will be assessed by TA 117 (Production Projects).
7. 
Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes? Not at this time. If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

8. 
Student Learning Outcomes for BA Theatre Arts
9. 
Graduates should be able to:
1. 
identify the elements of a script and articulate a process for its execution in a production; should also be able to prepare a script breakdown for production logistics and technical requirements; 

2. 
understand and demonstrate performance terminology as it relates to theatre and media; 

3. 
articulate an understanding of compositional elements as they relate to theatrical design and demonstrate competence in costume, scenery, and lighting technology and craft; 

4. 
perform a minimum of these six tasks: 

o 
operate a sewing machine 

o 
hang and focus a lighting fixture 

o 
operate power and manual tools to build a wall or platform 

o 
use basic supplies and tools to apply theatrical makeup 

o 
obtain and organize properties and furniture 

o 
record a sound effect/music sequence and playback for production 

5. 
serve as a crew member in any area (costume, lighting, scenery, makeup, properties, sound) on at least one theatre, television or film production; 

6. 
articulate a global and diverse understanding of theatre history, literature and performance from both theoretical and practical perspectives; 

7. 
succinctly evaluate and critique a production utilizing the language of theatre and media; 

8. 
direct a one-act play/video which demonstrates production skills and techniques as well as creativity and vision; 

9. 
engage in creative research and scholarship in theatre and media performance; 

10. 
demonstrate acting skills and techniques by appearing in a select number of productions. 

Assessment Plan for BA Theatre Arts
Fall 2005:
SLO #2: Understand and demonstrate performance terminology as it relates to theatre and media.
Course for Assessment: Theatre Arts 5: Beginning Acting (two majors in class F2005)

Information/Data:
Performance task that includes both a graded performance of a well-known work of dramatic literature and a written performance analysis of one of two required productions. The performance task is done in incremental exercises that incorporate necessary terminology. The written assignment is based on pre-writing tasks and a specific set of guidelines and rubrics.

Spring 2006:
SLO #7: Succinctly evaluate and critique a production utilizing the language of theatre and media.
Course for Assessment: Theatre Arts 5: Beginning Acting (1 major in class S2006)

Information/Data:
Students must write two papers on theatre performances assigned by the instructor. Prior to the performance, writing guidelines and grading rubrics are reviewed in class. A prewriting assignment is given at the beginning of the semester to assess student writing and there is also a mandatory rewrite for this paper. A written performance analysis of two required productions. The written assignment is designed with a pre-writing exercise, a rewrite, and a specific set of guidelines and rubrics.

Degree program:    Theatre Arts (TRFT)            
Date completed:        5/24/06                                                Completed by: David Kahn
Please provide the following information for each degree program (undergrad and grad) that has (or will be) collected data on learning outcomes this AY 05/06.

1. For this semester, identify which learning outcome(s) was (were) the focus of assessment. Please attach a copy of the department/program goals and Student Learning Objectives.

SLO 1: Learn research methods appropriate for answering questions and solving problems in the field.

SLO 2: Acquire skills in information gathering, data and text interpretation, performance in different media, and performance technologies.

SLO 3: Evaluate previous research, attitudes, and achievements in performing arts from a critical perspective.

2. For each learning outcome, identified in item 1, what direct (performance measures) and indirect (e.g. surveys) information/data were collected, how much, and by whom this Spring 06?

SLO 1: In TA200, students must ultimately produce a scholarly term paper in the format of a submittable journal article (approx. 4000 words). A series of benchmark assignments includes: 1) a statement of two research questions and appropriate methodologies, 2) a preliminary literature review, and 3) a preliminary abstract. Each of these assignments is evaluated, with one performance measure being to identify the students' understanding and application of appropriate research methodologies. The data was collected by TA200 course instructor, David Kahn. Please note that TA200 is only offered in the fall semester, so the assessment is from fall 2005.

SLO 2: In TA 220, 221, 242 and 270, students practice their acquired skills in research methods by proposing and completing a major research paper. These assignments are evaluated for demonstration of skills in information gathering, data and text interpretation, performance in different media, and performance technologies. The data was collected by TA221 course instructor, Alison McKee.

SLO 3: In TA 200 and TA 201, students complete a literature review surveying the field related to a particular research question. These assignments are evaluated to determine the students' ability to critically assess previous research in the field. The data was collected by TA200 and TA 201 course instructor, David Kahn.

3. For data collected Fall 05, how and when were the data summarized, analyzed and discussed? (e.g. faculty retreat, assessment/curriculum committee, report to the faculty).

Learning Objective 1 is baseline knowledge required for continuing graduate-level coursework in our program. Since the evaluation is conducted as part of a single course (TA 200-Research Methods), it is part of the instructor responsibility to specifically evaluate student achievement in relationship to the Learning Objective. Further discussion occurred within the department Graduate Research Committee and in meetings between Graduate Coordinator and Library faculty liaison, Paul Kauppila.

4. What findings emerged from departmental analysis of the information/data collected in Fall 05?

Approximately nine out of ten students were successful in presenting an appropriate research question and suggested methodology; Seven out of ten were successful in identifying others' research methodologies as a component of their literature review; Six out of ten were able to abstract their own research papers. A more qualitative analysis of the specific measures identified above, and of the ways that students are able (or not able) to identify research methodologies that are systematic, rigorous and repeatable, tells us that they may not be exposed to a wide enough variety of clearly identified research methods.

5. What actions are planned to address the findings? (e.g. curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management.)

To make students more aware of standard research approaches, TA 200 will now use Booth, Williams and Colomb's The Craft of Research to provide a foundation in general research methodologies before presenting particular approaches prevalent in theatre and media performance research. Next year the department is adding a new faculty member who will have major responsibilities in the graduate program.

6. Describe plans to collect data on additional learning outcomes next semester.

In Fall 2006, I will collect data focused on evaluating SLO 8 and 9. These outcomes are focused on the capstone and completion part of our program. The data will track the percentage of Thesis Proposals accepted by the Department Graduate Committee. I will also track Thesis completion; acceptance to Doctoral degree programs, conference presentation; paper publication or other achievements whereby student becomes identified as a problem-solver who can lead, decide, or clarify the actions of others, especially in the realm of performing arts education and culture.

7. Did your analysis result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes? If the answer was yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes.

No.
	Theatre Arts MA Assessment Model

	STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES:
	COURSE(S)
	Sem/Yr
	EVALUATION INSTRUMENT(S)

	1.
	Learn research methods appropriate for answering questions and solving problems in the field.
	TA 200
	F 05
	Paper Proposal, Literature Review, Preliminary Abstract

	2.
	Acquire skills in information gathering, data and text interpretation, performance in different media, and performance technologies.
	TA 220, 221, 242, 270
	S 06
	Research Paper Proposals and Research Paper

	3.
	Evaluate previous research, attitudes, and achievements in performing arts from a critical perspective.
	TA 200, 201
	S 06
	Literature Review

	4.
	Learn to identify historical, cognitive, aesthetic, or cultural realities governing the evolution of the performing arts.
	TA 201
	 
	Reading Response Essays

	5.
	Develop persuasive research evidence in the format of academic journal publication.
	TA 220, 221, 242, 270
	 
	Research Paper

	6.
	Demonstrate effective pedagogical strategy and teaching effectiveness.
	TA 201, et. al., GA positions
	 
	Lectures, Class Presentations, Teaching Assignments

	7.
	Contribute creative or organizational leadership in performing arts education and culture.
	TA 298, 117, 185
	 
	Directing, Management, Writing Assignments

	8.
	Identify a valid area of new academic inquiry and an appropriate research methodology designed to sustain the attention of an influential, critical audience.
	TA 260
	F 06
	Thesis Proposal accepted by the Department Graduate Committee.

	9.
	Prepare for competitive entry into doctoral programs or other significant areas of career advancement.
	TA 299


	F 06


	Thesis completion; acceptance to Doctoral degree program, conference presentation; paper publication or other achievements whereby student becomes identified as a problem-solver who can lead, decide, or clarify the actions of others, especially in the realm of performing arts education and culture.
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