Financial Planning Model

Learning to Assess Critical Thinking in GE Courses

1. Did you complete the activities listed in the proposal? If not, what changes were made?

Fall 2003
Completed activities as described in proposal with two teaching communities in critical thinking that included faculty across the curriculum.

Spring 2004
Changed focus from course level to program level assessment due to the development of the 3 semester plan by the Assessment Task Force. In Spring 2004, we had one teaching community in Ethnic/Multicultural Studies that focused on assessing critical thinking in that “box”.

Fall 2004
Continued Ethnic/Multicultural Studies Teaching Community and began teaching community in Creative Arts/Humanities, also focused on assessing critical thinking.

2. Was the amount allocated appropriate for the proposal? If not, how was the project modified?

After the first semester, we had fewer than 10 faculty participating in each teaching community because we narrowed the teaching communities to a particular “box”. In addition, we have had only one facilitator in Spring 2004 and Fall 2004 for the same reason. However, the amount budgeted is still appropriate because we had not initially thought of each teaching community meeting for three semesters as called for in our three semester plan. And as we continue to bring on Pilots C and D, we will need that funding into Fall 2005- Spring 2006 if we are to implement the GE portion of the Teaching and Learning Project in preparation for our next accreditation cycle.
3. Did you achieve the expected outcomes of the proposal? If not, what outcomes were achieved?
Fall 2003
Yes, faculty portfolios containing the promised deliverables are on file in Nancy Ybarra’s office. However, we should note that no course outlines have been revised yet, which was a suggestion that we made in the proposal. 

Spring 2004
Because we moved to program level assessment at the “box” level, our outcomes were a bit different than planned. In Ethnic/Multicultural Studies we instituted a common curricular piece ( a video on race that would be shown in all sections of  those participating in the teaching community), then designed an assessment plan and rubric based on student viewing of that video. We collected student work samples, and used them to refine the assignment and the rubric.

Fall 2004
In the Ethnic/Multicultural Studies Teaching Community, we brought in more faculty, including part-time faculty, to show the video and give the assessment to their students. A flex workshop is planned for January 2005 to holistically score student work from seven sections of these courses.


In the Creative Arts/Humanities Teaching Community, we are working on designing the template assessment instrument that can be used across sections of very different courses. We plan to actually give the assessment to students and holistically score it in Spring 2005.
4. Did the project support the unit goal (s)?
NA 

5. Did the project address the strategic goal identified in the proposal? Describe the extent to which this proposal achieved the strategic goal.

This project directly addressed the number one goal of the Educational Master Plan:

Design and implement an assessment plan that addresses student learning in dev.ed, general ed, oc.ed, and student services.

The 3 semester plan is a direct statement of how we are attempting to do this for the general education program. This project has become a pilot for implementing the 3 semester plan, and will provide us with evidence that we are addressing student learning outcomes. 
