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.
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

9. Investigate topics using interdisciplinary approaches;

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

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

12. Understand creations of the human imagination and intellect;

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

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

15. Develop and integrate performance and research skills;

16. 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.wmf]Descriptive Statistics (Objective)

Variable

Valid N

Mean

Minimum

Maximum

Std.Dev.

Standard

Error

Exploration

Interpretation

Analysis

Synthesis

Argument

Expression

16

2.937500

2.000000

4.000000

0.573730

0.143433

16

2.812500

2.000000

4.000000

0.655108

0.163777

16

2.625000

2.000000

4.000000

0.718795

0.179699

16

2.625000

2.000000

4.000000

0.619139

0.154785

16

2.875000

2.000000

4.000000

0.718795

0.179699

16

3.000000

1.000000

4.000000

0.730297

0.182574


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
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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
	Magazine

Article
	Newspaper

Article
	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.
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