Teaching and Learning Project Assessment Report

General Education

Spring 2008

What we wanted to learn about our students:
General Education Student Learning Outcome: Students will think critically and creatively.

Research Question: How well are students enrolled in general education courses thinking critically and creatively?
Investigating this question is part of our “11 year plan” to assess the five student learning outcomes for the general education program at LMC.  The concept of the GE seminars derived from the pilot teaching communities that we conducted from 2004- 2007. The idea is to provide a structure in which faculty can collaboratively investigate how well students are demonstrating the abilities that we have deemed the primary outcomes of a general education. It is based on direct measures of student learning and is an embedded course assessment. 

Staff Development related to Critical and Creative Thinking:
January 2007: 2 day flex workshop conducted by Gerald Nosich of Critical Thinking Foundation  (approximately 60 faculty/staff attended)

January 2008: 2 day flex workshop conducted by Linda Elder of Critical Thinking Foundation  (approximately 40 faculty/staff attended)
February 2008: 3 day Critical Thinking Institute in Berkeley, sessions presented by Richard Paul and Gerald Nosich (approximately 15 faculty/staff attended)

What we did: 

All full time faculty teaching general education courses were asked to meet three times during the Spring semester in groups that reflect the breadth of our GE requirements. (Part time faculty were invited to participate, and compensated if they did, but few elected to participate.)There were four groups, each conducted by a facilitator working with the GE committee:
1. Communication/Critical Thinking (Alex Sterling, facilitator)

2. Biological or Physical Science ( Scott Cabral, facilitator)

3. Creative Arts/Humanities ( Curtis Corlew, facilitator)

4. Behavioral/Social Sciences ( Shalini Lugani, facilitator)

Faculty in each group were asked to share an assignment they give in their course which they believe gives students an opportunity to demonstrate their critical and creative thinking abilities. They were then asked to share with the group how their students did on that assignment, and how many students they would assess as “proficient” in critical and creative thinking based on student performance on that assignment. Faculty were also asked for their analysis of those results, and their reflections on how their students might be helped to improve their skills in this area. 
GE Area: Behavoiral/Social Science______________________________________________
# full time faculty teaching GE in Spring 08:




__7

# full time faculty who participated in at least 2/3 seminars:


__5  (3 faculty members participated in 1 seminar)

# full time faculty who reported assessment findings for student work:
__5___

 List faculty participants and courses included in assessment:
Davi Estelle, Kaiper Don, Lugani Shalini, Sample Alex and Zimny Dave.

Psychology, Pol Sci, Econ, and Sociology

	GE BOX
	#FT/PT FACULTY        
	#FT SECTIONS
	%
	#PT SECTIONS
	%

	COM/CT
	   5/9
	    11
	39%
	     17
	61%

	BIO/PS
	   9/9
	    20
	71%
	      8
	29%

	CA/HUM
	   14/15
	    25
	52%
	     23
	48%

	BS/SS
	   9/19
	    42
	57%
	     32
	43%


What we learned about how well our assignments elicit critical and creative thinking:
Most of us have spent a considerable amount of time developing our assignments along with the assessment rubric. Some of us may consider changing the subject even though it has proved fairly durable in recent semesters.
We feel that there may be an improvement in critical thinking skills if all GE courses made explicit use of the three critical thinking posters displayed in the classrooms. They are based on the schema developed by the Foundation for Critical Thinking, and this schema has been useful in the Social Science Department assessment initiative. It would help our students if the same schema is reinforced across different GE disciplines.

What we learned about our students:    
# students assessed: _100
# students assessed as proficient in critical and creative thinking: _69_____

Percentage of students assessed as proficient in this GE area: __69____
Faculty observations/analysis of these results:

The students testing at a “low” level, do so largely because they involve emotion and opinion not based on evidence. Often the instructions in the assignment are not understood or misinterpreted.

Questions raised:
In the initial discussion, the interpretation of some of the Elements differed among faculty. For example, the definition of “implication “ versus “inference”. We had some stimulating discussions in this regard.
What we plan to do next to improve student learning: 

We will try to give our students fuller feed back on their CT skills by requiring at least one essay similar to the Assessment Essay early in the semester. We will then use the results to give our students detailed feedback, using a “model” essay drawn from student work to illustrate a high level of  competence in critical thinking and giving detailed consideration to the standards set by our assessment rubric.  
Faculty Feedback/recommendations:
Our most difficult task has been to develop and apply a consistent rubric to assess CT skills. For the coming semester, we could advance faster if the English and Speech departments could share their rubrics with us.
Facilitator’s Feedback/recommendations:

I noticed a considerable improvement toward a collaborative spirit as we progressed beyond the first seminar. The opportunity to share assignments and look at student work generated discussions relating to similar teaching and learning issues. We enjoyed working with our colleagues in different departments. 

Ken and Nancy were very supportive for the facilitators. We hope to fine tune the process for ourselves and our students as we gain more experience with these seminars.
