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E-SERIES FORMS: MAKING ASSESSMENT MORE EXPLICIT 

 OPTION E1:  PART A.  INVENTORY OF EDUCATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS INDICATORS 
 

 

 
 

CATEGORY 

(1) 
Where are the learning 

outcomes for this 
level/program 

published? (please 
specify) 

Include URLs where 

appropriate. 

(2) 
Other than GPA, what data/ 

evidence is used to 
determine that graduates 
have achieved the stated 
outcomes for the degree? 

(e.g., capstone course, 

portfolio review, licensure 
examination) 

(3) 
Who interprets the evidence? 

What is the process? 
(e.g. annually by the 

curriculum committee) 

(4) 
What changes have been made 

as a result of using the 
data/evidence? 

(5) 
Date of most recent 
program review (for 

general education and 
each degree program) 

At the institutional 
level: 

 

     

For general 
education if an 

undergraduate 

institution: 

 
 

     

List each degree 

program: 
 

General Studies: Art 

& Design 

 
 

The learning 

outcomes are not 

currently published. 

The learning 

outcomes are 

available on internal 

assessment 

documents. 

Art 235, Portfolio for Art, 

is our capstone course. 

Students begin building 

online portfolios when 

they enter the program 

and add to them with each 

course. 

 

As a benchmark, we 

review portfolios of ART 
111 (Drawing I.) students 

at the end of each 

semester. Our fall 2019 

reviews of two sections of 

ART111 took place on 

12/9/19 and 12/10/19. 

Each student met for ten 

minutes with two guest 

For the PLO 3 

assessment, the ART109 

professor collected 

samples, removed names, 

and shared them with 

department colleague 

reviewers via dropbox. 

The artifacts were scored 

with a rubric by two 

adjunct professors and the 
department chair. 

The department chair 

analyzed the data and led 

a discussion among the 

faculty. The professor 

who had initially graded 

the samples participated 

in the discussion. 

Assessment indicated that 

70% of majors in that 

section of ART109 reached 

the benchmark of a “2” 

(“satisfactory”) or higher. 

30% scored below 

satisfactory. In discussing 

the artifacts, we noticed that 

students tended to be more 

proficient in content that 
they had learned closer to 

the end of the semester (the 

time of the assignment) and 

less proficient in content 

from the beginning of the 

semester. We decided to 

dedicate more course time 

to review. Also, the 

A program review is 

currently underway 

and will be complete 

in Spring 2021. There 

has not been a 

program review since 

the art and design 

areas were combined 

into one major in 

2013.  



  

May 2016 

professors (from our own 

department, teaching 

other courses or sections). 

The professors discussed 

the work with the students 

and scored it with a rubric 
with a scale of 0-4 for 5 

criteria (this was not 

“blind” and therefore not 

a true assessment). 

 

On 10/25/19, our 

department conducted an 

assessment of Program 

Level Outcome #3 (“Use 

art & design terminology 

to analyze and assess the 

formal aspects of an 
artwork”). We assessed 

ART109 (2D 

Foundations) because its 

course objectives align 

closely with PLO 3. The 

artifact was a formal 

written analysis 

assignment from a Spring 

2019 ART109 section. 

professor who had created 

the assignment realized that 

the instructions could be 

more explicit about what 

students needed to include 

in their descriptions. He 
revised the assignment. As a 

department, we’ve also 

continued to share teaching 

materials that relate to PLO 

3. We hope to standardize 

some of the vocabulary in 

order to make connections 

clearer to students from 

course to course. 

Institutions selecting E1a should also include E1b. 
 
 

Note:  Please see the Statement on Student Achievement and Success Data Forms (available on the CIHE website: https://cihe.neasc.org) for more 

information about completing these forms. 


