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Assessment Results 2011-2012

Data — Periodic critiques and end of semester critique of projects. Presentations, critiques, and portfolio production that evaluates the level at which a
student can plan, create, and execute conceptually strong and technically proficient projects or a body of work. The data gathered from studio course
critiques, presentations, and portfolio production indicates that students in studio classes performed below the department’s 85% target for
performance.

Evaluation of Data — There is an inconsistency and discrepancy in data evaluation, collecting, and reporting. It is recommended that a system be
established and implemented to separate the performance of non-art major studio students from art majors when reporting data. Upon review of the
data it is also recommended that the art faculty develop a standardized rubric for studio classes that will capture quantifiable outcomes.

Implications for Program Improvement — (1) To ensure that all art instructors have a fundamental comprehension of data collecting and reporting. (2)
To instill in each instructor the importance and necessity of the supportive role of faculty in the process of collecting measurable outcomes and the
reporting of the data. (3) Improved tracking of data as it pertains Student Learning Outcomes and Program Learning Outcomes.

Actions — The Arts Program Learning Outcomes have been reviewed by the Visual Arts instructors to better capture quantifiable outcomes in both
studio and lecture courses as they pertain to (1) Critical Thinking, (2) Discipline Knowledge and Skills, (3) Communications Skills, and (4) Portfolio
Production. The art faculty has reviewed current grading criteria for all studio classes and has developed standardized rubrics for studio and lecture
classes that ensure that outcomes can be captured, quantified, documented, and reported.



