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Spring 2007 Semester Program Assessment Report

(Please provide electronic and hard copy to your college facilitator.)

Degree program*: Liberal Studies
Department: Humanities
Chair: Jennifer Rycenga (interim)
Department Phone: 924-4463
Report Prepared by: Susan Verducci Sandford
Date: May 20, 2007
*Where multiple program curricula are almost identical, and SLOs and assessment plans are identical, it is acceptable to list more than one program in this report.

Please list all Student Learning Outcomes/Objectives (SLOs) for this program in Tables 1A & 1B. 

Table 1A. Learning Outcomes (all outcomes if one program reported, or common outcomes if multiple programs reported on this form.)
In the process of engaging in critical inquiry on events, objects, problems or issues of contemporary and/or historical significance, students will demonstrate the ability to:

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	1.
	Utilize relevant resources from at least three or more disciplines in the course of a single project.

	2.
	Utilize at least three different and relevant information resources (for example, books, journal articles, interviews, electronic media, pamphlets, maps, magazines, videos, works of art, etc.).

	3.
	Demonstrate understanding of relevant past dialogue on their topics.

	4.
	Demonstrate understanding of the relevant ethical dimensions of their topics.

	5.
	Identify and demonstrate appreciate of the multiple perspectives on their topics arising from cultural differences.

	6. 
	Construct a logical, coherent, and persuasive argument that includes a clear thesis and clear premises.

	7.
	Present and discuss ideas via multiple modalities (written work, verbal communication, presentations, electronic media, works of art, lessons taught, service learning, community activism, etc.).

	8.
	Exhibit a personal critical perspective and a sense of intellectual independence.


Liberal Studies Teacher Preparation students will be able achieve all the above objectives while engaged in critical inquiry on topics related to K-12 education.  In addition, they will also be able to:

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	9. 
	Successfully plan lessons for K-12 classrooms.

	10. 
	Successfully implement lessons in K-12 classrooms.


Table 1B. Unique Learning Outcomes, if multiple programs reported on this form.
	Program Name:

	SLO #
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	
	

	
	

	Program Name:

	SLO#
	Exact wording of Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	
	

	
	


Please complete the schedule of learning outcome assessment below by listing all program SLOs by number down the left column and indicating whether data were/will be collected (C), when they were/will be discussed by your faculty (D) and when changes resulting from those discussions were/will be implemented (I). 
NOTE: * SJSU must provide data to WASC for all SLOs by the end of Sp07.
Table 2

C = data Collected

D = results Discussed
I = changes (if any) Implemented 
	SLO #
	F05 or earlier
	Sp06
	F 06
	Sp07
	F07
	Sp08

	1.
	
	
	
	C D
	DI
	C

	2.
	
	CD (no I necessary)
	D
	
	
	C

	3.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	4.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	5.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	6.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	7.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	8.
	
	
	
	CD
	DI
	C

	9.
	
	
	C
	D (no I necessary)
	
	C

	10.
	
	
	C
	D (no I necessary)
	
	C


1.  Check the SLOs listed at the UGS Website  (www.sjsu.edu/ugs/assessment/programs/objectives). Do they match the SLOs listed in Tables 1A and 1B?

________ YES                _______XXX__ NO
2. Fall 2006 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected in fall 2006 (‘C’ in F06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: Instructors in two sections (60 students) of PSYC 150, Anagnos and Cooper, gave an embedded exam question and in their summary  report indicated  the % of students who earned a ’B’ or better, ‘C’, or less than ‘C’ using the same grading rubric for that question.
	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	
	Data was collected for previous Student Learning Objectives.  It was discarded in December 2006 when the revision occurred.  

	9.
	15 lessons plans were collected from 15 Liberal Studies majors enrolled in Susan Verducci Sandford’s Creative Arts for Beginning Teachers course (CA 177) for a total of 75 lesson plans.  

	10.
	All Liberal Studies Students enrolled in Susan Verducci Sandford’s Creative Arts for Beginning Teachers course taught two lessons to students at Horace Mann Elementary School in downtown San Jose.  Observational data was collected by the professor in the school.  


3.
Fall 2006 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected in fall 2006 (‘C’ in F06 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: 50 employers were surveyed by Margaret Wilkes, Career Planning and Placement about performance of recent hires who graduated from our program in 2004-5.
	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	

	2
	

	etc.
	


4. Fall 2006 Findings/Analysis:  Describe the findings that emerged from analysis of data collected in F06.  Be specific. For Example: less than 50% of students met criteria for teamwork outcome. OR Employers indicated students have sufficient teamwork skills, no change needed.
	Finding 9 (SLO#)
	100% of these students met the criteria for successfully creating lesson plans.  15 of the 15 received a grade of B- or higher on these plans. 

	Finding 10 (SLO#)
	100% of the Liberal Studies majors taught effective lessons that they developed to the classes at Horace Mann Elementary School.  The results of these arts lessons were hung on a Christmas tree in Christmas in the Park in downtown San Jose.  No change needed. 


5.
Fall 2006 Actions: What actions are planned and/or implemented to address the findings from fall 2006 data? These are indicated by ‘I’ in Table 2 for the SLO data collected in fall ’06. Examples of actions taken include curricular revision, pedagogical changes, student support services, resource management. Be specific. For example: revising ENGR 103 to include more teamwork.)
	Planned
	No change planned

	Planned
	

	Implemented
	No change implemented

	Implemented
	


6.
Fall 2006 Process Changes: Did your analysis of fall 2006 data result in revisiting/revising the Student Learning Outcomes or assessment process?  Yes __  No _X__.   


If the answer is yes, please explain and submit an updated version of the Student Learning Outcomes and/or assessment plan.
7.
Spring 2007 Performance Data: Describe the direct assessment (performance) data that were collected spring 2007 (‘C’ in Spr07 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific. For example: Instructor for MATH 188 (30 students), Stone, gave 3 embedded exam questions and in his summary report indicated the % of students who met or did not meet SLO #2.
	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	28 final 15-page research papers were collected from all students enrolled in Susan Verducci Sandford’s Humanities 190 (capstone) course.  22 papers were from Liberal Studies students (17 teacher preparation emphasis and 5 liberal arts emphasis).  6 papers were from students from communication studies, justice studies, business administration/marketing, public relations, radio-television-film, and journalism/photojournalism.  All papers were assessed by the professor using a rubric based on the SLOs (see Appendix A).  All students assessed themselves using the same rubric.  They also assessed a peer’s paper using the same tool.

	3
	Same

	4
	Same

	5
	Same

	6
	Same

	7
	Same

	8
	Same


The results of analyzing the data: (see Appendix B)
Professor Assessment

· In a combined average, Liberal Studies Students scored lower on every measure than students who majored outside Liberal Studies.  This was true for both Teacher Preparation and Liberal Arts Students; on average, both groups scored lower than students outside the major.
· The average of the three groups of student scores hovered around the “accomplished” level.

Self Assessment

· In a combined average, Liberal Arts students assessed themselves at or below the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.

· In a combined average, Teacher Preparation students assessed themselves higher than the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.

· Students majoring outside the Liberal Studies ranked themselves at or below the professor on 10 out of the 10 measures.
Other Assessment
· In 8 out of 10 measures, students outside the major were assessed by their peers lower than the professor
· In 9 out of 10 measures, students within the Liberal Studies major were assessed by their peers at or above the professor.

Although Liberal Studies students are, on the whole, performing up to standard, there is some cause for concern.  The difference between the scores of students in the Liberal Studies Program and those outside the Program may indicate that other departments are doing better in cultivating skilled researchers and writers.  Further, it is worrisome that the Liberal Studies students in the Teacher Preparation emphasis overestimate their own skills, and underestimate the research and writing in those papers that are assessed as higher quality by the professor.  This data, combined with the “Other Assessment” results, may also indicate that these students are confused about what high quality research and writing looks like.  
Faculty housed in the Humanities Department who teach in the Liberal Studies Program are engaged in an ongoing conversation about improving the teaching and learning of writing for our majors.  We are also planning a Liberal Studies Orientation during the summer where faculty on a panel will articulate expectations for students in terms of college workload and the process of writing.  
8.
Spring 2007 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that were collected (‘C’ in Spr07 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: 100 alumni were surveyed by the department with questions related to SLOs #1 & #2. 
	SLO #
	Data collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	

	2
	

	etc.
	


9. Fall 2007 Direct Measurement: For the SLOs scheduled to be assessed in fall 2007, describe the direct (performance) data that will be collected, how much and by whom.

Be specific, for example: Instructors in two sections of ART144, will assess SLOs #3 & #4 using a common rubric on the students’ final paper.
	SLO #
	Data to be collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	

	2
	

	etc.
	


10.
Fall 2007 Indirect Measurement (if any): Describe the indirect assessment data that will be collected (‘C’ in F07 column of Table 2), how much and by whom. Be specific, for example: graduating seniors in all capstone course sections will be surveyed on curriculum strengths & weaknesses. 
	SLO #
	Data to be collected, how much, by whom**

	1
	

	2
	

	etc.
	


APPENDIX A
	
	EXPLORATION
	UNDERSTANDING
	ARGUMENTATION

	
	Multiple Disciplines


	Multiple Resources
	Past Dialogue
	Ethical Dimensions
	Multiple

Perspectives
	Interpretation of Readings
	Analysis
	Synthesis & Independent Thinking
	Thesis & Premises
	Expression

	E

X

E

M

P

L

A

R

Y

4
	Insightfully applies and articulates connections within and across multiple disciplines
	Insightfully utilizes varied informational resources (for example, books, journal articles, interviews, electronic media, pamphlets, maps, magazines, videos, works of art, etc)
	Demonstrates a thorough understanding of  the content and impact of previous dialogue on the current topic
	Clearly and insightfully demonstrates and articulates understanding of the ethical dimensions and implications of the topic
	Clearly presents and justifies own view while qualifying or integrating contrary views or interpretations.
	Analyzes insightful questions; categorizes and critiques content; detects bias; recognizes context
	Accurately articulates 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.  Appropriately identifies own position on the issue, drawing support from experience, and information not available from assigned sources
	Argues succinclty; identifies and discusses issues thoroughly; thesis and premises clear, logical and coherent; few typographical errors
	Displays superior control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English.

	A

C

C

O

M

P

L

I

S

H

E

D

3
	Applies and articulates connections within and across multiple disciplines 
	Utilizes varied informational resources 
	Demonstrates understanding of  the content and impact of previous dialogue on the current topic
	Clearly demonstrates and articulates understanding of the ethical dimensions and implications of the topic
	Presents and justifies own view and acknowledges other views or interpretations
	Analyzes questions, 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.  Presents own position or hypothesis, though inconsistently.
	Argues clearly; identifies issues; thesis and premises mostly clear, logical and coherent; few typographical errors
	Displays consistent control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English.


	D

E

V

E

L

O

P

   M

   E

   N

   T

   A

   L

2

	Utilizes sources from at least 2 disciplines.
	Utilizes two different informational resources
	Demonstrates a shallow understanding of the content and impact of previous dialogue on the current topic
	Significant errors are made in identifying the ethical dimensions and implications of the topic
	Presents and justifies own position without addressing other views, or does so superficially
	Identifies some questions; mistakes are made recognizing basic content, detecting bias and recognizing context 
	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  
	Presents a perspective that mirrors the sources analyzed; there is little original consideration in the paper
	Mis-constructs arguments; generalizes issues; thesis and premises mostly unclear; somewhat illogical and incoherent; many typographical errors
	Shows deficient control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English.

	E

M

E

R

G

I

N

G

1
	Utilizes sources from at only 1 discipline
	Does not utilize multiple information resources
	Fails to identify and discuss the previous dialogue on the current topic
	Fails to identify and articulate the ethical dimensions and implications of the topic
	Fails  completely to address differing or contrary views
	Fails to question data; ignores bias; chooses biased sources; does not recognize basic content and context
	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.  There is no original consideration in the paper
	Omits argument; mis-represents issues; no clear thesis and premises; illogical and incoherent; many typographical errors
	Shows inadequate control of syntax, sentence variety, word choice and conventions of standard English.


APPENDIX B
Humanities 190 Scoring Rubric:  4-Exemplary, 3-Accomplished, 2-Developmental, 1-Emerging
	Student Names
	Multiple Disciplines
	Multiple Resources
	Past Dialogue
	Ethical Dimensions
	Multiple Perspectives
	Interpretation of Readings

	Liberal Studies Teacher Prep
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self 
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self 
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other

	S. R.
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	D.B.
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2

	B. T.
	4
	2
	3
	4
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2
	4

	A. G.
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3

	B. R.
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3

	J. A.
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4

	J. D
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	2
	4
	3
	4
	4
	2
	3
	3
	3
	4

	V. B.
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	2
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	2
	3

	K. A.
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	N. D.
	3
	2
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	2
	4

	C. J.
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4

	S. L.
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	2
	4
	2
	2
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	4

	J. D.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	2
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	J. K.
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3

	L. H.
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3

	O. M.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3

	A. K.
	 
	4
	3
	 
	4
	4
	 
	2
	3
	 
	2.5
	4
	 
	2
	3
	 
	2
	4

	Average Teacher Prep Students
	3.5
	3.41
	3.24
	3.63
	3.35
	3.59
	3.13
	2.94
	3.47
	3.38
	3.2
	3.59
	3.56
	3.29
	3.29
	3.44
	3.18
	3.53

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Liberal Studies L.A. Emphasis
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	L. C.
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2.5
	2
	2
	2.5
	 
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3

	V. V.
	2
	1
	2
	2
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3
	2
	1
	2
	3
	3
	2

	J. N.
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	2
	2
	4
	1
	2
	4
	3
	3
	3
	1
	2
	3

	L. W.
	 
	4
	4
	 
	4
	4
	 
	4
	3
	 
	3
	3
	 
	4
	4
	 
	4
	4

	A.G.
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3

	Average Liberal Arts Students
	2.75
	2.8
	3
	3
	3
	3.2
	2.75
	3
	3
	2.25
	3
	3.5
	2.75
	2.8
	3.2
	2.25
	3.2
	3

	Average Liberal Studies Students
	3.35
	3.27
	3.18
	3.5
	3.27
	3.5
	3.05
	2.95
	3.36
	3.15
	3.17
	3.57
	3.4
	3.18
	3.27
	3.2
	3.18
	3.41

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Other Majors
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	M.P.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3

	J. W.
	 
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	 
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3

	J. F.
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	2
	3
	4
	3

	E. P.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	T. F.
	2
	2
	4
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	 
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4

	B. R
	3
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 
	3
	3
	 
	4
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 

	Average Other Majors
	3.2
	3.67
	3.8
	3.5
	3.5
	3.6
	3.2
	3.67
	3.5
	3.33
	4
	3.8
	3.17
	3.5
	3.2
	3
	3.83
	3.4

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


	Student Names
	Synthesis & Independent Thinking
	Thesis and Premises
	Expression
	Analysis

	Liberal Studies Teacher Prep
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other
	Self
	Prof.
	Other

	S. RICHTER
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	D.BUNTING
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2.5
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	2.5
	2

	B. TUMA
	3.5
	2
	4
	3.5
	2
	4
	3
	2
	3
	3
	2
	4

	A. GARRISON
	4
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3

	B. ROCCO
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	2

	J. ALVES
	4
	2.5
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4

	J. DeSANTIAGO
	4
	2.5
	4
	4
	2.5
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3

	V. BIANCHI
	4
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4

	K. ANDRIST
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3.5
	4
	4

	N. DONALDSON
	3
	3
	4
	3
	2
	4
	4
	2
	4
	3
	2
	4

	C. JAMELLO
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4

	S. LOUIE
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	 
	2
	3
	2
	3
	4

	J. DEJEA
	3
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3

	J. KURAMURA
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	 
	3
	3.5
	3
	3
	4
	3

	L. HERNANDEZ
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	O. MAMANGUN
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	A. KING
	 
	2
	3
	 
	2
	3
	 
	2
	3
	 
	2
	4

	Average Teacher Prep Students
	3.47
	3.08
	3.53
	3.4
	3.08
	3.56
	3.47
	3.2
	3.53
	3.4
	3.25
	3.53

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Liberal Studies L.A. Emphasis
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	L. CEJA
	2
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	2.5
	3

	V. VISCAYDA
	2
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	2

	J. NUNO
	1
	2
	4
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	3

	L. WEILER
	 
	4
	3
	 
	4
	3
	 
	4
	3
	 
	4
	3

	A.GLENN
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	3.5
	4
	2.5
	4
	3

	Average Liberal Arts Students
	2
	2.8
	3.2
	2.75
	3
	2.8
	2.5
	3.3
	3.2
	2.63
	3.25
	2.8

	Average Liberal Studies Students
	3.16
	3
	3.45
	3.26
	3.06
	3.38
	3.26
	3.23
	3.45
	3.25
	3.25
	3.36

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Other Majors
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	M.PITTS
	2
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	3
	4
	2

	J. WANG
	3
	2
	2
	3
	3-2
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	1

	J. FITHIAN
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4
	3

	E. PARKER
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	3

	T. FINE
	4
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4-3
	3
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3

	B. REMMEL
	3
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 
	3
	4
	 

	Average Other Majors
	3
	3.5
	3.2
	3.17
	3.8
	3
	3.17
	3.67
	2.8
	3.17
	3.83
	2.4
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