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GE STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES (formerly criteria)
At the completion of the LMC general education program, a student will:
1. Read critically and communicate effectively as a writer and speaker.
2. Understand connections among disciplines and apply interdisciplinary approaches to problem solving.
3. Think critically and creatively.
4. Consider the ethical implications inherent in knowledge, decision-making and action. 
5. Possess a worldview informed by diverse social, multicultural and global perspectives.

Research question:  How will students do on a course-embedded assessment that measures GE SLO 1 (writing), GE SLO 3 (critical thinking), and GE SLO 4 (ethics)? How will students do relative to number of units taken? Do experienced LMC students (at or near the end of the Standard Path AA/AS degree) perform better than newcomers? In what ways do students’ abilities develop over many courses?

Goals and rationale:
Student skill and units taken: We want to get insight into how student skills progress during their time at LMC by comparing new and experienced students. Regarding the GE SLOs—in effect a description of a generally educated person—what is our impact on student abilities over time, over many GE courses?
Why assess SLOs 1, 3, and 4? Partly to make it manageable; it’s hard to assess all 5 SLOs with one instrument. SLOs 1 and 3 make sense because they are content-neutral skills—people read, write, and think in every discipline. SLO 4 (ethics) goes will with SLO 3, critical thinking (students will think critically about an ethical topic). Moreover, we want to assess ethical thinking because the ethical inquiry requirement was eliminated. SLO 2 will be discussed this semester; some advocate eliminating it, making it a characteristic of GE course instead of a student learning outcome, and so we decided not to include it in this assessment. GESLO 5 (diversity) will be assessed at another time; we didn’t include it this time to make the project manageable, and because in the new degree ethnic and multicultural studies remains a GE requirement.  
Flex-week paper-scoring event: We will hold a flex-week paper-scoring event at which an interdisciplinary group of faculty will score and discuss student work. We will score student work without knowing how many GE units students have completed; later we can compare scores to units completed (and probably other variables too). This will yield assessment results and will also serve as professional development.
The role of the district research office: Once we have scored student papers, we will give our results (essentially, a list of student ID numbers with a score on the assessment for each one) to Greg Stoup at the research office. They will then see if there is a correlation between student performance and number of GE units taken. We can also link student performance to other variables, such as total number of units taken (GE and other), race/ethnicity or other demographic variables, whether the student has taken Philosophy 2 (ethical inquiry), or what level of English they have completed or assessed into.
The new 18-unit GE package: In planning this assessment, we talked quite a bit about the reduction in required GE units that will go into effect in FA 13. 
The new 18-unit GE requirement—what changed?
1. Units:
· Old: 21 GE units plus Eng 100 and math (plus other grad requirements)
· New: 12 units plus Eng 100 and math
2. Course with prerequisite:
· Old: Phil 2 (ethical inquiry) had an Eng 100 prerequisite
· New: No required GE course with a prerequisite
The idea was to do a baseline assessment in FA 13 (to assess student performance under the old GE requirement), and then another in a few years (to assess student performance under the new GE requirement). 
However, according to district research dean Greg Stoup, assessing the new GE program will be difficult, because in doing the same or similar assessment separated by a few years there are too many confounding variables to get a clear comparison. For this reason we decided not to make assessing the new GE package our main research topic, though we can do the assessment again in a few years and attempt a comparison. One concern about the new GE package that was raised repeatedly is the elimination of the ethical inquiry requirement—hence the desire to assess SLO 4 (ethics).


Assessment instrument: 
· Voluntary, not required—faculty volunteers will give the assessment in roughly 10-20 sections of GE courses from a variety of departments.
· Course-embedded—each instructor designs her own assignment to give students—but with parameters to create some uniformity, to make the student products comparable when we look at student work from different courses side by side.
· Take-home assignment given around week 7 of fall semester. The students will have one week to do it. Some sort of grade will be given so that students do their best.
· Assignment will be given via a writing prompt written by the instructor, but using a flexible template (see below).
· Assignment will require students to read and respond to a short article or bit from the textbook about an ethical issue relevant to the course, but not already covered in class.
· Student answers will be about 4 paragraphs long.
· The assignment needs to be challenging so we can see the difference between new and experienced students.

Timeline:
August 2013: flex event for creating a rubric and preparing to do the assessment
Around week 7 of fall 2013 semester: give assessment to students
Fall Semester: Develop secondary research questions with GE Faculty
January 2014: paper-scoring during flex week
Winter 2014: district uses student scores to do “back end” research
Around April 2014: assessment results shared in college assembly



Template for creating course-embedded assessment prompts:
Student ID #:  _______________________
Course (e.g. Psych 10, PoliSci 20):  ___________________________________________
Intended goal (transfer, AA/AS, or undecided): ____________________________
Writing prompt: ___________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
Directions: You have one week to write a short essay responding to the prompt. To answer the prompt, you will need to read and study “__________________” (name of a short reading). Your essay should have a short introduction and conclusion, and should be about four paragraphs total. Attach this sheet on top of your essay. You will be graded on:
· How well you show that you understand the reading and the topic
· Your ability to articulate key concepts in your own words (no quoting)
· Your writing skill
· Your ability to think critically and creatively about the topic—to do your own thinking about it
· Your ability to effectively analyze an ethical issue


Sample prompt:
Student ID #:  _______________________
Course:  ___________________________________________
Intended goal (transfer, AA/AS, or undecided): ____________________________
Writing prompt:  Describe the ethical issue presented in the article, “Nearly Half of US Children Receive Vaccines Late or Are Unvaccinated.” Be thorough; make sure to summarize all the arguments made on both sides of the debate. Then state and defend your opinion on the issue. If you are undecided, explain why, and say what further information you would need in order to make an informed decision.
Directions: You have one week to write a short essay responding to the prompt. To answer the prompt, you will need to carefully read and study “Nearly Half of US Children Receive Vaccines Late or Are Unvaccinated.” Your essay should have a short introduction and conclusion, and should be about four paragraphs total. Attach this sheet on top of your essay. You will be graded on:
· How well you show that you understand the reading and the topic
· Your ability to articulate key concepts in your own words (no quoting)
· Your writing skill
· Your ability to think critically and creatively about the topic—to do your own thinking about it
· Your ability to effectively analyze an ethical issue
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