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I ntroduction

The University Assessment Committee (UAC) is resada for identifying student learning
outcome assessment challenges as they arise andipganput on these and other assessment-
related issues to the Provost’s Office. The Lib&taidies Subcommittee of the UAC is charged
with designing and implementing assessment of IURieral Studies program, disseminating
findings to both the Provost’s Office and the LédeStudies Committee. The focus of the
Subcommittee’s assessment is the degree by whechileral Studies program is meeting the
Expected Student Learning Outcomes (Appendix Ay@ady University Senate (May, 2006).
Effective assessment will assist in identifyingesygths and limitations of the program, allowing
for future curriculum development to address ackedged areas where improvement is needed.

To determine the degree to which IUP’s Liberal &sgrogram is meeting the Expected
Learning Outcomes, the UAC agreed to implementvamnadl assessment plan similar to the plan
enacted for the Academic Year 2007-2008. This plaluded data collection and analysis from
three separate measures:

% Collegiate Learning Assessment (CLA). This instemins administered by the Provost's
Office. Utilizing a pre-post cross-sectional desithe CLA is analyzed according to the
gains reflected across the two samples and cozcktatstudent SAT scores.

% National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE). iAsisument asks students a variety
of questions pertaining to their experiences at. [R@sponses to specific questions
would be analyzed as measures of achievement tawarflxpected Student Learning
Outcomes.

% Student assignments from capstone/senior levekesurStudent documents collected
from IUP seniors enrolled in capstone/senior leglrses would be assessed against a
rubric developed by faculty on the University Assaent Committee.

The Liberal Studies Subcommittee of the UAC for 2008-2009 was responsible for the third
of the aforementioned strategies, the direct assa#sof collected student assignments. This
summary is therefore limited to that componenthefdverall assessment, with the results of the
CLA and NSSE components reported elsewhere.

Methodology Employed

The task of the UAC’s Liberal Studies Subcommittees to evaluate written assignments
produced by IUP senior-level students to deterrtiieeextent to which they reflected attainment
of the Expected Student Learning Outcomes. Tlnslued the following three sub-tasks, each
then described in more detail: procurement of assants, development of rubrics, and review
of assignments.




Procurement of Assignments:

A Subcommittee constructed document (Appendix G glactronically delivered to all
Department Chairpersons as an initial step. Toauthent explained the assessment strategy
and the Subcommittee’s goal of obtaining writinghpées from senior-level students within
department’s capstone courses. If a departmemiadidffer a capstone course, assignments
from senior-level courses of majors-only studengsenaccepted. The purposes of first
contacting Chairperson’s were to provide them meatifon this assessment was about to begin,
and to also seek their cooperation in identifyipgrapriate capstone/senior-level courses from
which assignments might be obtained. Clearly notedis Subcommittee document was that
any faculty member willing to provide assignmentawd be doing so voluntarily. After
notifying the Chairpersons, Subcommittee memberg wassigned to a college. Their purpose
was to contact each Chairperson within that coltegenswer any questions he/she might have
about the Subcommittee’s task, and to help ideobiyrses/faculty from which assignments
might be obtained. The subcommittee members tbetacted appropriate faculty to obtain the
assignments.

The Subcommittee ultimately received a total of-boadred-ninety-eight (198) documents from
five of the six colleges. All identifying informiah from the documents was removed, then each
document coded for tracking purposes. By collefespnumber of documents provided was:

College of Fine Arts — 5 documents (2.5% of total)

College of Education & Educational Technology dd@¢uments (0% of total)
Eberly College of Business & Information Techngleg4 documents (2% of total)
College of Health & Human Services — 110 documés8so of total)

College of Humanties & Social Sciences — 40 documE0% of total)

College of Natural Science & Mathematics — 39 doents (20% of total)

Development of Rubrics
Rubrics (Appendix B) for the Expected Student LesgrOutcomes were utilized in the
assessment of these documents. The Subcommifireedréne rubrics developed by the
previous year’'s assessment committee for the asses®f LBST 499 coursework. The rubrics
were constructed so that for each of the three &rpeStudent Learning Outcomes, indicators
were developed that if identified in the documeants)ld be viewed as evidence of achievement
of the Outcomes. For each indicator a set ofstnaére developed that would constitute
achievement at four levels: Undeveloped, Developirgficient and Advanced. The
Subcommittee ultimately included 9 indicators ia thbrics:

* Forms of inquiry and core concepts of the natundl social sciences

* Forms of inquiry and core concepts of the humasitie

» Appreciation of the aesthetic experience of the and their role within a culture

* Application (knowledge in practice) and/or Syntlsg@nterdisciplinary perspective, or

ability to incorporate multiple mode of inquiry, ability to explain links across contexts)

» Critical thinking

* Communication

* Acknowledgment of sources (academic integrity)

» Sense of social justice

» Respect for identities, histories, and culture tbeos
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Review of Assignments

Seven Subcommittee members received a packetaggignments and two members received a
packet with 52 assignments to rate in all 9 catiegaroted in the rubrics. The rater was charged
with identifying the level at which a document shéd the criterion(s) for that category. If the
category was not relevant for that assignment & eaded as such. Each assignment was
evaluated by two separate Subcommittee membetsratings entered into a database.
Statistical procedures were performed to detertfiaeneans and frequency distributions of
student performance in each indicator, along withgercentage of documents which showed
evidence of the presence of the indicator.

Members of the Subcommittee that participated enréview of course documents included:
Kevin McKee (Health & Physical Education), Davidtie (Biology), Therese Ruffner
(Psychology), Mary MacLeod (Philosophy), Mark Staswicz (Educational & School
Psychology), Fred Slack (Management), Rick Kempe@Ite), Michael M. Williamson
(English), and Holly Travis (Biology).

Results

The results of the Subcommittee’s assessment jpoeteel by frequency distribution- the
percentage of students who were rated as havingmstnated a particular level of skill for a
particular area. This permits faculty a detailedoamt of exactly how those skills or capacities
were defined, as it relates to our Expected Stuidestning Outcomes.

Learning Outcome 1 — Natural and Social Scientific Mode (n = 316 asggents)

The rubric for theNatural and Social Scientific Moaf Student Learning Outcome 1 included
two traits: 1 — Understanding scientific or soselentific method, and 2 — Awareness of the role
of science or social science in society. Basethese criteria, 24% of IUP seniors demonstrated
skills at the Advanced level, 46% at the Proficientl, 27% at the Developing level and 2% at
the Undeveloped level. Thus, 70% of our studergsaacurately applying concepts relating to
the scientific or social scientific approach andwla clear comprehension of basic scientific
concepts and principles. These 70% also showagtiwareness of the role of science or social
science within society. Twenty seven percent ofsamiors can state basic scientific concepts
and principles and use vocabulary related to s@ieotr social scientific approach in a rote
manner or in a way that shows a simple concepat#iz. In addition, they show a limited
awareness of the role of science or social scieiten society. The final 2% lack an
understanding of and an inability to apply basierstafic concepts and principles and do not
show an awareness of science or social scienc@vgiticiety.

L earning Outcome 1 — Humanities (n = 80 assessments)

The rubric for the Humanities Mode of Student LaagrOutcome 1 included two traits: 1 -
Understands humanities, and 2 — Exhibits an awaseoikethe role of the humanities in society.
Based on these criteria, 18% of IUP seniors dematest skills at the Advanced level, 53% at
the Proficient level, 28% at the Developing leved 2% at the Undeveloped level. Thus, 71%
of our students can use their knowledge of themaktiameworks, concepts, terms, important
thinkers and ideas from two disciplines to discassial phenomena and to identify perspectives



of each discipline in explaining a particular evenscenario. In addition, they show a strong
awareness of the role of humanities within sociétwenty eight percent of our seniors have a
basic understanding of concepts, descriptive teimysprtant thinkers and ideas from at least one
discipline in the humanities and can relate theipeispectives of other disciplines. They also
show a limited awareness of the role of humanitigin society. Finally, 2% of our students
lack an understanding of the relationship betweerconcepts, terms and important ideas to
each other or to a humanities perspective; usésfehpplies ideas inaccurately, or uses
irrelevant facts to explain ideas. They also dbshow an awareness of humanities within
society.

Learning Outcome 1 — Arts (n = 10 assessments)

The rubric for the Arts Mode of Student Learningt€ume 1 included two traits: 1 —
Interpretation of art form and/or creation of antrh, and 2 — Awareness of the role of arts in
society. With only five papers to review it isfaifilt to establish an accurate assessment of the
mode. However, based on the small number, it apgbat the Arts mode has similar numbers as
the other two modes. Ten percent of the docunas#sssed were considered Advanced, 60%
Proficient, and 30% Developing. The advanced anéigient students show an ability to

interpret art forms and/or show an ability to ceeatwork of artistic expression. In addition, they
show a strong awareness of the role of the artamociety.

Learning Outcome 2 — Application and Synthesis (n = 384 assessments)

The rubric for Application and Synthesis of Studeaarning Outcome 2 included two traits: 1 —
Making generalizations and drawing conclusions, 2rdApplication of theory. Based on these
criteria, 31% of IUP seniors demonstrated skillthatAdvanced level, 40% at the Proficient
level, 26% at the Developing level and 4% at thel@ieloped level. Again, that means that 71%
of our seniors can make generalizations and drawlgsions using knowledge drawn from
multiple sources. In addition, they can (if relat/to discipline) apply theory to the
understanding of practice. Twenty six percentwfseniors can explain generalizations and/or
identify conclusions using knowledge and limitediges or perspectives and, they do not
acknowledge conflicting evidence or perspectiviesaddition, (if relevant to discipline), they
present some theory, but do not relate it to pracind show no evidence of application or
analysis. Finally 4% of our students provide aoarreview of information without any attempt
to make generalizations or draw conclusions. bhtamh, they do not incorporate theory.

L earning Outcome 2 — Critical Thinking (n = 396 assessments)

The rubric for Critical Thinking of Student Leargi©utcome 2 included two traits: 1 — The
ability to argue or explain, and 2 — Discriminati@garding the quality of sources. Based on
these criteria, 25% of IUP seniors demonstratelés skt the Advanced level, 46% at the
Proficient level, 27% at the Developing level afd 8t the Undeveloped level. Thus, 71% of our
seniors demonstrate

effective strategies of argument and/or explanatging appropriate claims and clear reasoning,
as well as the ability to adequately discrimindie quality and reliability of sources. Twenty
seven percent of our seniors are able to providigdd arguments and/or explanations based on



weak reasoning or unsupported claims as well am@avlimited discrimination of the quality
and reliability of sources. Finally, 3% of our g&8 do not attempt to provide arguments or
explanations nor do they discriminate in termshefdquality or reliability of sources.

L earning Outcome 2 — Communication (n = 396 assessments)

The rubric for Communication of Student Learning€umne 2 included two traits: 1 —
Communication through written language, and 2 -aization of ideas. Based on these criteria,
39% of IUP seniors demonstrated skills at the Adednevel, 43% at the Proficient level, 16%
at the Developing level and 2% at the Undevelopedll Thus, 82% of our seniors’ use of
language reflects fluency with writing and expresslarity of thought. In some cases there may
be a sufficient number of problems with fluency a&tatity that they cause problems with
understanding the meaning of the piece. In additisere may be a few problems with
organization and structure that interfere with¢laity of the piece. Only 16% of our students
have grammatical and mechanical issues that imeevigh the writer’s ability to communicate

in writing, reflecting a lack of fluency with writg and causing problems with clarity, and/or
they have ideas that are not sufficiently organizedommunicate a clear meaning in the piece.
There are only 2% of our students who do not comaoati® clearly and lack fluency and clarity

in their communication.

L earning Outcome 3 — Acknowledgement of Sources (Academic Integiityy 354
assessments)

The rubric for Acknowledgement of Sources (Acadeimiegrity) of Student Learning Outcome
3 included two traits: 1 — The documentation arkchawledgement of sources, and 2 — The
differentiation of original thought and ideas ohets. Based on these criteria, 36% of [UP
seniors demonstrated skills at the Advanced |I8&8% at the Proficient level, 20% at the
Developing level and 7% at the Undeveloped levidlus, 74% of our IUP seniors are able to
provide adequate and generally accurate citatlmesighout their work, as well as attributing
different opinions and evidence to sources. Intauhd they adequately differentiate between
their own ideas and those from cited material. fityw@ercent of our seniors are able to provide
some citations, but the practice is inconsistedttae format is sometimes inaccurate. They
occasionally attribute different opinions and evide to sources and occasionally differentiate
between their own ideas and those from other seuiidee final 7% of our seniors make limited
or no use of citations and do not attribute opisiand evidence to sources. In addition, they do
not differentiate between their own ideas and tHias® other sources.

L earning Outcome 3 — Sense of Social Justice (n = 291 assessments)

The rubric for the Sense of Social Justice of Stutlearning Outcome 3 included two traits: 1 —
The understanding of moral principles relevant®gubject, and 2 — The ability to draw action
guiding inferences from principle. Based on tha#eria, 11% of IUP seniors demonstrated
skills at the Advanced level, 58% at the Proficientl, 22% at the Developing level and 8% at
the Undeveloped level. Thus, 69% of our IUP senae able tarticulate moral (or socio-
political) principles relevant to a subject and ersfland that the implications of said principles
for the subject under discussion are well consilerBwventy two percent of our seniors at IUP



have little awareness of moral (or socio-politigaiinciples relevant to the subject as well as
little awareness of the moral (or socio-politicadncerns that should be prompted by the subject
under discussion. Finally, 8% of our seniors hawe@wareness of moral (or socio-political)
principles relevant to the subject and no awareag®e moral (or socio-political) concerns that
should be prompted by the subject under discussion.

L earning Outcome 3 — Respect for the Identities, Histories and Celtof Others (n = 289
assessments)

The rubric for the Respect for the Identities, biigts and Culture of Others of Student Learning
Outcome 3 included one trait: The recognition dfiedent perspectives and the awareness of
personal cultural position. Based on these caif&29% of IUP seniors demonstrated skills at the
Advanced level, 36% at the Proficient level, 24%hat Developing level and 10% at the
Undeveloped level. Thus, 65% of our IUP seniorgehtaeir awareness and arguments shaped
by the needs of others (still bettering self), @lal% have an awareness of other arguments but
feel that their own position is best. Finally, 1@¥%our seniors show a lack of awareness of
different perspectives.

Limitations
These findings may be limited by the following:

1. Source documents.

The main problem with the source documents isdbk of adequate representation from three of
the six colleges on campus. Thus, there may be $as to the results based on the reliance on
three of the six colleges in the university.

2. Rubirics.

The rubrics were modified from the first year’'sessment workgroup but should not be
considered a finished product. We assume th#tdumodifications of the rubrics will continue
in future years.

3. Interrater reliability.

The team from this year’s assessment would havefibeesh from some meetings to help gain
more reliability from difficult documents. Due time constraints this year we were unable to do
this. We recommend that if a similar assessmeatesjy is performed again that these meetings
occur earlier in the academic year, perhaps usapgns from this year.

4. Generalizability.

There are two issues for this limitation. Thetfisssimilar to last year in that for the papers
assessed we can't know the characteristics ofttluests to see if they are representative of all
seniors. The second relates the unequal représentd all source documents which may not be
representative of all colleges and/or seniors.



Summary
An important finding from this year’'s assessmens Waat the use of capstone/senior level

courses resulted in higher levels in each of theetistudent Learning Outcomes and more
specifically in each of the three (nine total) sudugps of each level as compared to the use of
LBST 499 courses. The increases were from a mimmti10% to a maximum 49%. These
findings support the supposition of last year'sugrthat the students take their major courses
more seriously than the LBST synthesis courses.

The results of our assessment of the first learautgome ) nformed L earners, indicate that

our seniors are receiving very good training inlaural and Social Science mode and the
Humanities mode. The Arts mode appears to folleswvttends of the other two modes but
because of low n numbers it is difficult to makg asliable predictions. Seventy percent and
71% of our students are performing at the Advarardéroficient levels in the Natural and

Social Science and Humanities modes respectiveluses0% from last year’'s assessment. In
addition, these students are able to apply condeptsmore than one discipline and seem better
suited to linking theory with practice than was gesfed from last year’s data.

The assessment results of the second learningroat€ampower ed L earners, shows that IUP

is providing very good training in the areas of Apgtion and Synthesis and Critical Thinking
and excellent training in the Communication ar&ae first two areas had 71% of the students
performing at the Advanced and Proficient levelslevthe final had them performing at the 82%
level. In comparison to last year’s data the Aggtion and Synthesis area increased slightly
from 50% to 71%, the Critical Thinking from 60% 7@ %, while communication went from

66% to 82%. In general, most IUP seniors are @bigin knowledge drawn from multiple
sources, make effective arguments and explanagioth&re able to communicate with fluency of
language and clarity of thought.

The results of our assessment of the third learautgome Responsible L earners, indicate that
students are working close to the levels in theotivo outcome areas. IUP seniors performed
at the Advanced or Proficient levels at the followvpercentages: Acknowledgement of Sources
(Academic Integrity) 74%; Sense of Social Justi@&band Respect for the Identities, Histories,
and Culture of Others 65%. Last year’s report ahdbat “we suspect that the indicator of
“academic integrity” might have scored much higimecapstone documents”. Indeed this was
where the largest difference occurred, increasiog25% to 74% in the Advanced and
Proficient categories. A large increase was adsm $n the Sense of Social Justice which went
from 38% to 69%. The final category, Respect lfer identities, Histories, and Culture of
Others increased from 50% to 65%. Again, it isgasged that the use of capstone courses
helped to achieve a better assessment for thisitepoutcome than did the LBST 499 papers. It
should also be noted that this area had the fepegsrs to assess of the three outcomes.
However, there are other sources to obtain infoilonain these outcomes and this should not be
viewed as a limitation of the current assessméitally, the results of the third learning
outcome show that IUP students are doing a very gmwof differentiating between their own
ideas and those from cited material are able toudate moral or socio-political principles when
needed and are aware of other cultures and thetorias.



A final note is that although the report lumpscallleges together in its analysis there are
separate analyses of the assessment data fordndhdolleges. These data are available upon
request.



APPENDIX A
Expected Student Learning Outcomes

I. Informed Learnersinderstand nature and society through forms afilggundamental to the
sciences, the humanities, and the arts. Learmensf@rmed by knowledge and ways of
knowing that extend beyond core concepts enabtiamtto link theory and practice.

Informed Learners demonstrate knowledge and uratetstg of:
* the ways of modeling the natural, social and tezdirworlds
» the aesthetic facets of human experience
» the past and present from historical, philosophacal social perspectives
* the human imagination, expression and traditionsafy cultures
» the interrelationships within and across cultumres global communities
» the interrelationships within and across discigine

Il. Empowered Learnerare critical thinkers who demonstrate intellectagility and creativity
and the ability to manage or create change. Thewlale to derive meaning from experience
and observation. They communicate well in divesestings and employ various strategies to
solve problems. They are empowered through maetengellectual and practical skills.
Empowered Learners demonstrate:
» effective oral and written communication abilities
e ease with textual, visual and electronically-mestiditeracies
» problem solving skills using a variety of methodsl &ools
* information literacy skills including the abilitptaccess, evaluate, interpret and use
information from a variety of sources
» the ability to transform information into knowledged knowledge into judgment and
action
* the ability to work within complex systems and wilikrerse groups
» critical thinking skills including analysis, appditon and evaluation
» reflective thinking and the ability to synthesinéarmation and ideas

lll. Responsible Learne@e engaged citizens of a diverse democratic soeieo have a deep
sense of social responsibility and ethical judgméiritey are responsible for their personal
actions and civic values. Responsible Learnersodestrate:
* intellectual honesty
e concern for social justice
* civic engagement
» an understanding of the ethical and behavioraleguesnces of decisions and actions on
themselves, on society and on the physical world
* anunderstanding of themselves and a respectdadémtities, histories, and cultures of
others
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APPENDIX B

Rubrics for Expected Student Learning Outcomes

Section I:_Informed Learnersderstand nature and society through forms afilgdundamental to the

sciences, the humanities, and the arts. Learnerisfarmed by knowledge and ways of knowing that
extend beyond core concepts enabling them to tiakry and practice.

Natural and Social Scientific M odes

Humanities M odes

Trait 1 — Understanding scientific or social
scientific method.

Trait 2- Awareness of the role of science or soc
science in society.

Trait 1 — Understands humanities.

Trait 2 — Awareness of the role of humanities in
aociety.

Uy

—

Advanced T.1. Accurately expresses concepts related to thd.1. Has a deep understanding of theoretical
scientific or social scientific approach and showsframeworks, concepts, terms, important thinker
evidence of extending findings beyond the scopedeas from several humanity disciplines to expla
of the project. social phenomena and can make connections
between disciplines and identify separate

T.2. Shows strong ability to analyze and interpretontribution of disciplines to understanding.

the role of science or social science within sgciet
T.2 Shows strong ability to analyze and interpre
the role of humanities w/in society.

Proficient T.1. Accurately applies concepts relating to the| T.1. Can use their knowledge of theoretical
scientific or social scientific approach and shawsframeworks, concepts, terms, important thinkers
clear comprehension of basic scientific and ideas from two disciplines to discuss social
concepts/principals. phenomena and to identify perspectives of each

discipline in explaining a particular event or
T.2. Shows strong awareness of the role of scignaeenario.
or social sciences w/in society.
T.2. Shows strong awareness of the role of
humanities within society.
Developing T.1. Can state basic scientific concepts & T.1. Has basic understanding of concepts,
principals and use vocabulary related to scientifidescriptive terms, important thinkers and ideas
or social scientific approach in a rote mannemnor ifrom at least one discipline in the humanities and
a way that shows a simple conceptualization. | can relate them to perspectives of other
disciplines.

T.2. Shows limited awareness of the role of

science or social science within society. T.2. Shows limited awareness of the role of
humanities within society.

Undeveloped | T.1. Lacks an understanding of and an inability fb.1. Lacks an understanding of the relationship

apply basic scientific concepts and principals.

T.2. Does not show an awareness of science of
social science w/in society.

between the concepts, terms, and important ide
to each other or to a humanities perspective; ug
beliefs, applies ideas inaccurately, or uses
irrelevant facts to explain ideas.

T.2. Does not show an awareness of humanities
within society.

11

n

as
es



APPENDIX B

Rubrics for Expected Student Learning Outcomes

Section I:_Informed Learnersderstand nature and society through forms afilgdundamental to the

sciences, the humanities, and the arts. Learnerisfarmed by knowledge and ways of knowing that
extend beyond core concepts enabling them to tiakry and practice.

ArtsModes

Application and Synthesis

Trait 1 — Interpretation of art form and/or creatid
of art form.

Trait 2 — Awareness of role of arts in society.

Trait 1 — Making generalizations and drawing
conclusions.

Trait 2 — Application of theory.

Advanced T.1. Shows strong ability to independently T.1. Formulates generalizations and justifies
interpret art forms, and/or shows strong ability tpconclusions by using and integrating knowledge
independently create a work of artistic expressipmlrawn from multiple sources and perspectives to
explain relationships between contexts.

T.2. Shows strong ability to analyze and interpret

the role of the arts within society. T.2. (if relevant to discipline) Analyzes practice
through the use of theory and/or describes the
implications of practice for refining theory.
Capable of making predictive hypotheses.
Proficient T.1. Shows ability to interpret art forms, and/or | T.1. Makes generalizations and draws conclusipns
shows ability to create a work of artistic using knowledge drawn from multiple sources, put
expression. does not justify these generalizations or
conclusions effectively.

T.2. Shows strong awareness of the role of artg

within society. T.2. (if relevant to discipline) Applies theory to
the understanding of practice.

Developing T. 1. Shows ability to accurately report others’ | T.1. Explains generalizations and/or identifies
interpretations or assessments of art forms, ang/oonclusions using knowledge and limited sources
shows an understanding of the creative process mr perspectives. Does not acknowledge
an art form. conflicting evidence or perspectives.

T.2. Shows limited awareness of others’ analys|sT.2. (if relevant to discipline) Presents some
of the role of the arts within society. theory, but does not relate it to practice. No
evidence of application or analysis.

Undeveloped | T.1. Unable to provide an informed interpretatignT.1. Provides a narrow review of information

of art forms, shows no understanding of the
creative process in an art form.

T.2. Does not show an awareness of the role of
arts in society.

without any attempt to make generalizations or
draw conclusions. Essentially a summary,
comparison or review.

the

T.2. (if relevant to discipline) Does not
incorporate theory.
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APPENDIX B

Rubrics for Expected Student Learning Outcomes

Section Il:_ Empowered Learnease critical thinkers who demonstrate intellectagility and creativity

and the ability to manage or create change. Thewlale to derive meaning from experience and
observation. They communicate well in diverseirsgstand employ various strategies to solve problem
They are empowered through mastery of intellecnal practical skills.

Critical Thinking

Communication

Trait 1 — Ability to argue or explain.

Trait 2 — Discrimination regarding quality of
sources.

Trait 1 — Communication through written
language.

Trait 2 — Organization of ideas.

1]

by

=)

y a

Advanced T.1. Defends and justifies arguments and/or T.1. Other than occasional lapses, language is
explanations using novel strategies, credible fluent and clear.
claims, and sound reasoning.

T.2. Although occasional pieces of information
T.2. Clearly assess and discriminates regarding may be out of place, the organizational structsir
quality and reliability of sources. evident and contributes to the clarity of the piec
The writer helps direct reader through the piece|
providing advance organizers and signals
transitions among ideas.

Proficient T.1. Demonstrates effective strategies of argumnentl. While the writer's use of language reflects
and/or explanation using appropriate claims and fluency with writing and expresses clarity of
clear reasoning. thought, there are a sufficient number of problems

with fluency and clarity that cause problems wit
T.2. Applies adequate discrimination of quality | understanding the meaning of the piece.
and reliability of sources.
T.2. There are problems with organization and
structure that interfere with the clarity of theqe.
There is not much evidence of consideration for
the reader.
Developing | T. 1. Provides limited arguments and/or T.1. Grammatical and mechanical issues interfg
explanations based on weak reasoning or with the writer’s ability to communicate in
unsupported claims. writing, reflecting a lack of fluency with writing
and causing problems with clarity.

T.2. Limited discrimination regarding quality and

reliability of sources. T.2. Ideas are not sufficiently organized to
communicate a clear meaning in the piece. The
writer’s ideas are not sufficiently transformed
formed from self-expression for consideration b
reader.

Undeveloped | T.1. No attempt to provide arguments or T.1. Does not communicate clearly, lacks flueng

explanations. Purely descriptive.

T.2. No discrimination regarding quality or
reliability of sources.

and clarity.

T.2. No clear meaning in piece.
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APPENDIX B

Rubrics for Expected Student Learning Outcomes

Section Ill: Responsible Learnesise engaged citizens of a diverse democratic tyoaieo have a deep
sense of social responsibility and ethical judgmérttey are responsible for their personal actams

civic values.
Acknowledgment of Sources Sense of Social Justice Respect for Identities,
(Academic Integrity) Histories, & Culture of Others
Trait 1 — Documentation and | Trait 1 — Understanding of moralTrait 1 — Recognition of
acknowledgment of sources. principals relevant to subject. | different perspectives and
awareness of personal cultural
Trait 2 — Differentiation of Trait 2 — Ability to draw action | position.
original thought and ideas of | guiding inferences from
others principals

Advanced T.1. Provides complete and T.1. Articulates moral (or socio4 T. 1. Uses awareness of
accurate citations throughout thepolitical) principals relevant to | historical and/or contemporary
work. Clearly acknowledges thesubject. issues to benefit other groups.
influence of sources on the
work. T.2. Implications of said

principals for subject under
T.2. Clearly differentiates discussion are well considered.
between original thought and
ideas drawn from other sources.

Proficient T.1. Provides adequate and T.1. Articulates moral (or socioq T.1. Awareness and argumentg
generally accurate citations political) principals relevant to | are shaped by needs of others
throughout the work. Attributeg subject. (still bettering self).
different opinions and evidence
to sources. T.2. Implications of said

principals for subject under
T.2. Adequately differentiates | discussion are examined with
between own ideas and those | limited success.
from cited material.

Developing | T.1. Provides some citations, bptT.1. Little awareness of moral | T. 1. Awareness of other
the practice is inconsistent and| (or socio-political) principals arguments but own position is
the format is sometimes relevant to subject. best.
inaccurate. Occasionally
attributes different opinions and T.2. Little awareness of the
evidence to sources. moral (or socio-political)

concerns that should be
T.2. Occasionally differentiates| prompted by subject under
between own ideas and those | discussion.
from other sources.
Undeveloped | T.1. Makes limited or no use of| T.1. No awareness of moral (or] T.1. Lack of awareness of

citations. Does not attribute
opinions and evidence to
sources.

T.2. Does not differentiate
between own ideas and those

socio-political) principals
relevant to subject.

T.2. No awareness of the mora
(or socio-political) concerns thatt
should be prompted by subject

from other sources.

under discussion.

different perspectives (the worl
revolves around me).
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APPENDIX C: Document sent to Chairpersons

To: Department Chairpersons and Faculty Teachags@ne/Senior-Level Courses
From: University Assessment Committee, Liberal &siGubcommittee
Co-Chairs: Kevin McKee (HPED), David Pistole (Rigl)

Overview

The Liberal Studies Subcommittee of the Universiggessment Committee (UAC) evaluates facets of
IUP’s Liberal Studies program and disseminateBritings to the University’s Liberal Studies
Committee and the Provost's Office. This spring swbcommittee is replicating a component of last
year’'s assessment plan by evaluating senior-lekighg assignments to assist in determining themixt
to which they meet the Expected Student Learning@ues approved by University Senate in May of
2006. Based on recommendations from last yearstiee, this year's committee is seeking work
from department-level senior capstone courses thentall 2008 and Spring 2009 semesters. We are
asking faculty involved in these courses to prowidigten work for this evaluation. For departmetitat
did not offer a capstone course this year, writterk originating from another departmental senior
(400)-level course would be acceptable for submmsand assessment. In this instance the coursédsho
consist of department majors only; courses withetlirnajor enrollment are not applicable.

Anonymity*
To ensure anonymity all work submitted will have tlames of instructors and students removed rior t
review by subcommittee members. The removal psocas be one of two methods:
1) participating faculty delete (white out) nanpe®r to submitting
2) UAC Liberal Studies Co-Chairs and/or stafftoé tnterim Associate Provost for Academic
Programs and Planning delete as assignmentielivered to the Associate Provost’s office
*Participating faculty are asked to voluntarily icate what College the assignments are from. Why?
1) we’d like to know the extent to which our samp@#ects representation across Colleges
2) utilization of Section | of the rubric require=aders to evaluate assignments along the
following categorical lines: Natural and Socientific Modes, Humanities Modes, Arts
Modes, or Application and Synthesis; knowledgthe College would expedite the reader’s
selection of the most appropriate categoryadlodv for more accurate use of the rubric
Page 2 of this document would be used by the faeuilting to provide this information.

Delivery/Return of Documents
Documents will be collected through Monday, M4y ih Room 209 of Sutton Hall, the office of The
Interim Associate Provost for Academic Programs Riadining. One of two methods can be used:
1) participating faculty can personally deliver
2) student workers can be sent to faculty officegick up assignments; with this option
notification should be sent to Karen Pizardfiiterim Associate Provost’s staff) at
karenpiz@iup.eduwor by calling 7-2209
Upon delivery, the documents will be photocopgter which originals can be:
1) personally retrieved by participating faculty
2) returned to the office of the participatingulyg by student workers
3) destroyed if permission given to do so

Report of Data
Following data analysis a summary report will bastoucted by the subcommittee, with the results

disseminated to the Liberal Studies Committee hedProvost’s Office. The summary will be of
aggregate data; there will not be comparative emnohs made between the Colleges.

Thanks! The UAC Liberal Studies Subcommittee memlb@preciate your cooperation.
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APPENDIX C: (continued)

To the faculty member providing assignments forltheeral Studies
Subcommittee (of the University Assessment Commijtie AY 2008-2009:

1) Thank you for your willingness to provide docurtgefor our assessment. We
are very appreciative of your time and efforts

2) If you are willing to allow the Liberal Studi€&ibcommittee members to know
what College your student work originates frgease place an ‘X’ on the
appropriate line and include this form withuy@ocuments when delivered to
Room 209 of Sutton Hall. If you choose notlheulge this information, simply
do not include this page when your assignmarggelivered.

The Eberly College of Business and Inforamfiechnology
The College of Education and Educationahietogy

The College of Fine Arts

The College of Health and Human Services

The College of Humanities and Social Science

The College of Natural Science and Matharmati
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