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l. Assessment Goals and Methods
Goals

Assessment of general education (GE) courses as representatives of their areas is designed with several goals in mind,

which are not mutually exclusive:

A. Oversight to ensure GE courses which claim to teach specified area learning outcomes (ALOs), actually do so.
B. Opportunity for GE instructors to assess and improve their own teaching and student learning.
C. Engagement with GE instructors to support improvement of assessment, teaching, and student learning.

1. Core and Breadth Areas, Courses Assessed, and Missing Data

Core
1.
Al
Assessment Submitted Assessment Not Submitted Assessment Not Expected
ECON 1740 POLS 1100 HIST 1600, 1610, 1700, 2700,
2710
2. QL

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

Math 1030, 1035, 1036, 1040,
1050, 1060, 1080, 1090, 1120,
2020

N/A

N/A




3. Composition

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

English 2015*

English 2010

English 1010, 1005, 1006/7

e Assessment focused on concurrent - 42 sections

e English 1005, 1006/7, and 1010 will be assessed beginning AY25

4. IL
Courses AY23 AY24
LIBS 1704, 2604. 2704, 2804, 2904 Y NE

e As of AY26, no longer a GE requirement

B. Breadth
1. Social Science

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

Anth 1000, 2010, 3030

CHF 1500, 2400

ECON 1010, 1100, 2010, 2020
ETC 2001

MIS 1100

PEP 2799

SOC 1010

WGS 1500

HNRS 1520, 2050, 2220, 2120,
2130

POLS 1010, 1520, 2100, 2200,
2300, 2400, 2500

SOC 1020, 2400

UNIV 1110

WGS 2500

CJ 1010

Geog 1300, 1520
GERT 1010

HIith 1030

HIST 1500, 1510
PSY 1010, 2000

SW 1010, 2100, 2200




2. Humanities

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

ANTH 1040

COMM 1020, 2010, 2110, 2250
ENGL 2220

GRMN 2020

SPAN 2020

FL/SPAN 2600

Phil 1000,1120, 1250

Engl 2200, 2230, 2240, 2500,
2510, 2710, 2750, 3500, 3510,
3520, 3750

FL 2020 (SPAN, FRCH, JPN,
CHNS, ASL)

FL 2600 (FRCH, GRMN)
HNRS 1110, 1540, 2010, 2110,
2120, 2130

MUSC 1043

Thea 2821

SBS 1550 (unclear who owns this
course)

3. Creative Arts

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

CS 1010

ARCH 1040

IDT 1010

FILM 2200

MUSC 1010, 1030, 1033, 1035,
1040, 1063

THEA 1013, 1023, 1033, 1043

Art 1010, 1030, 1110, 2450
ArtH 1090, 1100

ENGL 2240, 2260, 2270, 2280
HNRS 1530, 2020

MUSC 1025

4. Life Sciences

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected




ANTH 1020

BTNY 1010, 1203, 1403
MICR 1113, 2054

NUTR 1020

Zool 1010, 1020, 1030, 1610,
1370, 2420

BTNY 1303, 1370
HTHS 1110 (now 2110)
HNRS 1510, 2040
MICR 1153, 1353 1370

BTNY 1010 (new course)

5. Physical Sciences

6.

1. Assessment Results & Feedback for Instructors

Assessment Submitted

Assessment Not Submitted

Assessment Not Expected

Chem 1010, 1110, 1130, 1210,
1230, 1360

GEO 1030, 1060, 1110, 1130,
1350

HNRS 1500, 2030
PHYS 1010, 1040, 2010, 2040,
2090, 2210

GEOG 1000, 1500

Cultural Competencies

(Note: summaries were generated using NotebookLM. Summaries were generated using all provided reports for each
attribute. Findings were reviewed, modified as needed, and shared below)
A. Findings

1.

QL

Overall, the reports indicate that students generally demonstrate strong proficiency in the quantitative literacy
skills when measured directly, with several courses achieving near-perfect or significantly above-target
performance in specific learning areas and maintaining high pass rates for students who completed the course
without withdrawing. This suggests the courses are largely successful in transmitting the expected
mathematical knowledge to completing students.

However, when thresholds were not met, actions for improvement were vague. The most common action plans




for addressing performance concerns are data collection and threshold re-evaluation (often used even when
targets were technically met but performance was "lower than expected"), and focusing on specific course
adjustments such as more review, adjusting time and methods covering topics, or aligning one course's
content with another (e.g., MATH 1035 with MATH 1030)

. Al

During this period, for a variety of reasons, data was collected from only Econ 1740. POLS 1100 did not submit
data for the last two reports, and History has not submitted data since their last biennial report in 2021. In
2023/24 the program completed a program review which does not require data collection.

Comp

Eleven sections of regular campus (not concurrent) English 2015 were evaluated and results aggregated.
Results for outcome 1 (use research tools and effective strategies) had considerable variance between
sections - from 50% mastery to 100% mastery. This suggests work to improve agreement on evaluation
between instructors - improve inter-rater reliability - is needed. There is also concern that the outcome is too
broad. Overall 68.7% of students demonstrated mastery of the outcome.

Results for Learning outcome 2 (structural coherence) yielded less variance (from 55.5% demonstrating
mastery to 94.4%, with an overall 67.4% of students demonstrating mastery).

Overall mastery of Learning Outcome 3 (Paraphrase, summarize...) was 67.7%.

Actions for improvement focused primarily on better measuring - consistent assignments, improved inter-rater
reliability, and the potential for more nuanced rubrics (Likert scale as opposed to Met/Not Met).

Data was also collected from 42 sections of concurrent enrollment courses in English 2015. Results were
similar: Learning Outcome 1 mastery = 67.6%; Learning Outcome 2 mastery = 58.2%; Learning Outcome 3
mastery = 62.9%

No additional actions for improvement were included.
Social Science

Based on the comprehensive review of the assessment reports, overall student performance in the General
Education Social Science (GELO SS) outcomes is generally strong, with the majority of courses meeting or



significantly exceeding the established performance thresholds (typically 70% or 80%).

Despite this generally positive performance, the reports reveal several critical and recurring challenges that
areas for improvement:

a) lIssues around the assessment infrastructure and instructional consistency were noted.

b) Variance in performance was found between WSU and Concurrent Enrollment courses evaluated for
CHF1500

c) Despite overall mastery in particular classes, faculty highlighted specific multiple-choice questions that
scored below the 70% threshold; faculty will work to assess the reliability of these questions as well as
review the strategies used to teach the relevant content.

d) Students in Economics courses scored well overall, but struggled with specific concepts; the faculty will
continue to monitor student performance while providing targeted reinforcement of concepts that
students struggle to apply.

e) Some faculty noted that high quantitative scores did not always translate to deep understanding or
consistent engagement. The faculty are planning to adopt a case-study approach and explicitly call for
self-reflection to elicit deeper understanding, while also communicating the need to students to fully
explain their answers.

Examples of actions identified for each outcome:
a) SS LO 1: Interactions between individuals and society
i)  Pedagogical adjustments such as underscore the dialectical relationship between individuals
and society, reinforce topics where students struggle, provide targeted practice..
ii)  Administrative and data actions such as ensuring all sections of a course are collecting data
consistently, clarifying expectations,
b) SS LO 2: Application of concepts, theories, and methods
i) Improve instructional communication
i)  Refine assignments and provide targeted practice
c) SS LO 3: Diverse perspectives
i) Deepen engagement and rigor
ii)  Monitor performance - investigate dips in performance
iii)  Continue the use of an extensive activity that improved student performance



5. Humanities

This summary is based on a comprehensive review of Humanities assessment results across multiple
departments, including Anthropology, Philosophy, English, and Communication. Philosophy courses (PHIL 1000,
1120, 1250) routinely exceeded the target thresholds for student success, leading faculty to question the adequacy
of the 70% passing standard. In contrast, the Communication department's pilot assessment, which applied a
common grading standard across four courses, showed mixed results, with COMM 2110 performing well but COMM
2250 falling considerably short of expectations. Furthermore, the findings for ANTH 1040 highlighted student
mastery in essay writing but identified weaknesses in specific conceptual knowledge, such as the family tree model
of language change. Consequently, action plans for the Communication programs emphasize logistical
improvements, such as increasing the sample size, standardizing the evaluator's student persona, and reviewing
the appropriateness of the target performance rate for newer courses.

Examples of actions identified for each outcome:
a) HU LO 1: Demonstrate Knowledge
Actions related to demonstrating knowledge primarily focus on enhancing foundational instruction
where student performance falls below targets.
i)  Enhance instruction on foundational concepts
ii)  Review assessment thresholds
iii)  Consider course revision

b) HU LO 2: Analyze Cultural Artifacts
i)  Modify assignment prompts
i)  Increase peer support

c) HU LO 3: Effective Communication
i)  Refine writing expectations
i)  Improve support through peer review
iii)  Address general writing decline by spending more time working with students whose writing is
sub-par



6. Physical Sciences

The assessment of physical science courses from two departments - Chemistry and Geosciences - illustrates two different
stages of curricular maturity. The Geology courses appear to be in a "maintenance phase," where the current methods are
yielding high success rates and the focus is on administrative adjustments (like deadline reminders). The Chemistry
courses are in an "iterative phase," where data is actively being used to overhaul teaching methods (active learning),
redesign question banks, and combat emerging challenges like Al-generated coursework.

Findings by outcome:
A. NS LO 1 - Nature of Science
a. Summary - Student performance for this outcome was consistently strong across all courses, generally
exceeding target thresholds.
b. Actions identified:
i.  Curricular changes
ii.  Use more active learning techniques
B. NS LO 2 - Integration of science
a. Summary - Students generally demonstrated a strong ability to connect scientific disciplines, with high
completion rates on signature assignments.
b. Actions identified:
i.  The signature assignment appears to be vulnerable to Al; reformat the assignment to address this
i.  Dedicate more time to core ideas
iii.  Encourage submission of student assignments
C. NS LO 3 - Science and Society
a. Summary - Performance was generally high, particularly on assignments linking science to societal issues
like energy and environment
b. Actions identified:
i.  Redesign in light of Al impact
ii.  Spend more time on challenging topics such as renewable energy and the carbon cycle
D. NS LO 4 - Problem Solving and Data Analysis
a. Summary -While generally satisfactory, this outcome presented the most variability and some areas of
struggle compared to others.
b. Actions identified:
i. Course redesign to decrease breadth of coverage to focus on main ideas, reduce rote memorization



ii. Implement active learning and improve instructional practices
E. PSLO 1- Organization of Systems
a. Summary - Student understanding of systems was robust
i.  Actions identified:
1. Increase student performance goals
2. Monitor homework progress more closely
F. PSLO 2 - Matter
a. Summary - Performance was generally high
b. Actions identified:
i. Key topics were identified in Chemistry that students struggle with; faculty will develop new lesson
plans to address these.
ii.  Considering raising targets (thresholds) in future terms
G. PS LO 3 - Energy
a. Summary - students performed well on energy-related outcomes, but some specific challenges were
identified in stoichiometry
b. Actions identified:
i. Pedagogical adjustments - develop new lesson plans to support challenging topics like Avogadro’s
Number and polarity
ii. Encourage students to complete homework to support their learning.
H. PLLO 4 - Forces
a. Summary - Student performance was solid, though this area was identified for improvement in multiple
chemistry courses.
b. Actions identified:
i.  Assignment revision to better cover identification and interpretation of geologic structures (GEO
1110)
ii. Instructional improvement through continued use of POGIL and Modeling Instruction to improve
student understanding.

7. Life Sciences
Assessment for the life sciences came from courses in two departments; Nutrition and Zoology. Across all courses,

instructors utilize direct measures like Canvas exams, lab reports, and signature assignments to verify that students exceed
the established 70% competency threshold. The findings generally show high levels of student mastery, with many sections



reporting success rates well above the required targets. Consequently, the action plans for most courses focus on
maintaining current teaching methods while making minor adjustments to improve interdisciplinary integration and data
analysis skills.

Findings by outcome:
A. LS LO 1 - Levels of Organization
a. Summary: student performance for this outcome was consistently strong across all reported courses with an
overall reported average of 88% of activities demonstrating student competence.
b. Actions identified:
i.  Will consider using an early-semester questionnaire to benchmark student knowledge and compare
at the end of class
ii.  Review questions that proved overly challenging for students on exams
iii. Continue the use of expanded lab hours which were shown to improve student performance
B. LS LO 2 - Metabolism and Homeostasis
a. Summary: Performance remained above thresholds, though some courses noted slightly lower comparative
scores on exams.
b. Actions identified:
i.  Review of questions to ensure they are good questions; if they are this suggests an improvement to
instruction is needed.
ii. Review study techniques and tutoring resources with students to support challenging topics.
C. LS LO 3 - Genetics and Evolution
a. Summary - students generally demonstrated strong understanding of this outcome. Students tended to
score higher on active assessments such as labs and signature assignments than on exams.
b. Actions identified:
i.  Again, review of exam questions is called for in support of question improvement as well as
improvement in instruction.
ii. Instructors may consider more direct methods of learning assessment as well as the addition of new
exercises to improve understanding
D. LS LO 4 - Ecological Interactions
a. Summary - performance was robust, although Zool 1010 instructor noted that performance was not as
strong as the first two outcomes reviewed.
b. Actions identified:



G.

Pedagogical improvements - make explicit connections to ecological concepts in earlier assignments
and discussions to in order to better utilize those concepts later in the term

NS LO 1 - Nature of Science
a. Summary - performance was generally proficient, though some instructors noted the need for better
integration of content throughout the course.
b. Actions identified:

Increase clarity of instructions and better embed this topic throughout the course (Zool)
Add exercises that require students to formulate hypotheses, helping students to see the tentative
nature of science and the scientific method.

NS LO 2 - Integration of Science
a. Summary - results overall were mixed and some courses demonstrated a gap between exam and project
performance.
b. Actions identified:

Incorporate discussion on statistics in life science in order to support improved performance on
exams (Zool)

Update assignment instructions to make the connection to the integration of science more detailed
and explicit.

NS LO 3 - Science and Society
a. Summary - students performed very well on this outcome, particularly on assignments involving
communication
b. Actions identified:

Requiring students to craft an argument explaining adaptation and evolution to a non-scientist
appears to be a very effective assignment for developing communication skills.

. NS LO 4 - Problem Solving and Data Analysis

a. Summary - Students performed better on lab applications than on exams for this outcome, but overall
performed adequately.
b. Actions identified:

Creative Arts

Instructors will add more problem-solving opportunities to assignments to support improved
performance on summative assessments.

Increasing activities focused on applying empirical data to problem-solving tasks should help
address the discrepancy between lab and exam performance.



Summary - Data were gathered and evaluated for student achievement across several introductory courses in the Creative
Arts, including dance, film, theatre, interior design, and music. Each course tracked two primary learning outcomes: the
ability to engage with creative processes and the mastery of disciplinary terminology and cultural contexts. Educators
utilized diverse assessments, such as performance critiques, technical quizzes, and original creative projects, to measure
progress. The findings generally reveal that a high majority of students exceeded performance targets, often through
structured instructional scaffolding and early exposure to key concepts. Instructors plan to refine their action plans by
increasing support for online learners and monitoring the impact of artificial intelligence on written work. Ultimately, the data
confirms that these general education courses successfully foster critical thinking and a deeper appreciation for artistic
diversity.

Findings by outcome:

A. CALO 1 - Students will create works of art and/or increase their understanding of creative processes in writing,
visual arts, interactive entertainment, or performing arts.

a. Summary: Performance for this outcome was generally high, with students frequently engaging well with
creative projects, journals, and presentations. Several courses demonstrated student improvement over the
course of the semester.

b. Actions identified - Actions for this outcome focused on scaffolding, managing Al usage, and improving
submission rates.

i. Instructors will rewrite assignment prompts to be more engaging and less susceptible to simple
Al-generated responses (Music)
ii. Continue the use of low-stakes mini-assignments and drafts while also looking for ways to enhance
student engagement (Dance)
iii.  Encourage alternative forms of assignment submission for students more predisposed to visual
learning, encouraging video instead of essays. (Film)

B. CALO 2 - Students will demonstrate knowledge of key themes, concepts, issues, terminology and ethical standards
employed in creative arts disciplines. They will use this knowledge to analyze works of art from various traditions,
time periods, and cultures.

a. Summary: Students generally performed well on terminology quizzes and exams, though complex analytical
writing proved challenging for some, particularly in online or low-completion contexts.

b. Actions identified - Actions for this outcome focused on time management, preparation tools, and special
interventions for online or struggling students.



i.  The use of automated Canvas reminders appeared to improve quiz scores - the use of this tool will
continue (Theatre). Support improvement in on-time submissions of assignments through increased
clarity and communication (WSU course)

ii. Instructors will require more direct participation in online courses and potentially meet one-on-one
with student to ensure process work towards the final project is completed (Film)

iii. Instructors will work to provide more clarity via clearly defined rubric and monitor Al use in final
papers. (Music)
c. Other action identified - The Theatre program has identified a need for increased training and observation of
adjunct instructors with the goal of ensuring that learning outcomes are met consistently as well as to create
a stronger sense of belonging within general education courses.

Concerns and Recommendations
A. Faculty are encouraged to utilize the Canvas outcome tool to provide regular data collection for review and analysis. If
they don’t utilize the tool, they are required to identify, gather, and analyze student outcome data independently. In the
appendix are the findings from those who leveraged the Canvas outcome tool along with the total number of students
measured - across each GE attribute area.
B. The following analysis references Barbara Walvoord’s work, Assessment Clear and Simple.
1. Governance and Participation - Walvoord notes that assessment requires wide participation from faculty to be
effective. This raises two concerns:

a) There are significant gaps in data collection. 1 - In American Institutions, only one course (Econ 1740)
provided data. Others have not reported since 2021. 2- Some departments demonstrate a
‘maintenance phase’ in their assessment that risks stagnation and appears to focus on administrative
deadlines rather than pedagogical growth.

b) Recommendation - departments offering General Education courses are encouraged to meet at least
annually to identify action items for improvement. If the data are not suggesting action items, reconsider
the assessment approach or identify an area anecdotally (then figure out why that anecdotal concern is
not evident in the data).

2. Closing the Loop - ensure assessment efforts move from data to actions that improve student learning.

a) When performance thresholds were not met, action plans were often vague.



b) High quantitative scores sometimes masked a lack of deep understanding or engagement, which
suggests that ‘meeting the threshold’ in not always a true indicator of learning
¢) Recommendation - adopt more iterative approaches (Chemistry is a good example), which uses data to
overhaul teaching methods (like more active learning) and address emerging challenges like Al.
3. Reliability and Tool Refinement - Walvoord suggests using rubrics and grading as a ‘finer analysis’ of how
students are doing as a whole.
a) In Composition, high variance between sections (50% to 100% mastery) indicates poor inter-rater
reliability.
b) Some outcomes are too broad to measure effectively.
c¢) Recommendation - departments with many sections might consider professional development
opportunities that focus on norming which can improve inter-rater reliability. Use of common
assessments is another strategy that might be considered. Also, when outcomes are broad and
somewhat vague, ensure that course-level outcomes that align are detailed, specific, and measurable.
4. Academic Integrity and Modern Challenges - Walvoord focuses on authentic assessment
a) Concern - multiple departments noted that signature assignments are increasingly vulnerable to Al
b) Recommendation - faculty should reformat assignments to be less susceptible to Al. One good
example provided was the use of video in place of essays.
c) Concern - with the increase in Gen Ed courses being taught as concurrent enrollment, it is critical that
CE course data be provided for analysis.
d) Recommendation - work closely with course and department CE liaisons to ensure data capture and
analysis. Canvas outcomes is the most efficient way to do this.
V.  Appendices
A. Student mastery of outcomes as measured using Canvas outcomes
B. GEIAC Membership
C. Reporting Rubric
D. Assessment Rubric



Appendix A: Canvas-Aligned Outcome Measures

American Institutions

American Institutions 1: History American Institutions 2: Principles
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of
Students Rated Students Rated
L 68.00% 50 . 85.00% 59 )
kej = Lo}
0 67.00% = @ — 50
8 66.00% 4 o " %BJ qé 80.00% 82.69%\ 40
2 es00% 34 v > 75.00% 20
43 64.00% 20 9 % e 36
I} [} [} 20
?_ 63.00% 63.83% 10 g ?_ 70.00% 72.22% 10
c 62.00% > <
8 61.00% 0 Z 8 65.00% 0
o Fall 2024 Spring 2025 Q Fall 2024 Spring 2025
Term Term
Percent Meets/Exceeds = Number of Students Percent Meets/Exceeds = Number of Students
American Institutions 3: Government American Institutions 4: Market Economy
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of
Students Rated Students Rated
., 90.00% © . 100.00% as
T 89.00% € o a0
O 50 O 80.00% \
0 88.00% 53 88.89% oS Y - 31 88.00% 25
5 87.00% 2 S 60.00% 25 20
7 86.00% 34 05 P 64.52%
()] 85.00% o v 40.00% 15
) .00% 20 © 3] 10
= 84.00% 84.91% 'g 2 20.00%
T 83.00% 10 5 £ 5
8 82.00% 0 Z 8 o000z 0
o Fall 2024 Spring 2025 & Fall 2024 Spring 2025
Term Term
Percent Meets/Exceeds —Number of Students Percent Meets/Exceeds —Number of Students

Threshold: 70% of students meet or exceed (4 or 5 out of 5) expectations
Observations: very small n-size (likely 1 section each term)

Number of Students

Number of Students



Composition - EN1:

Includes ENGL 1005, 1006, 1007, and 1010 Includes ENGL 1005, 1006, 1007, and 1010

ENT - LO1: Composing Processes ENT- LO2: Genre
Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of
Students Rated Students Rated
. 95% 20 , 5. 90%
9 90% o S 8s%
%85 898]%/]77 150 g g 85.45% 174
¢ 9% -— & g 8%
4 100 2 x
= 80% 108 ° < 75% 110
g 50 8 5
GQJ 75% 78.53% g QQ) 70% 72.41%
© 70% 0o 2 'S 65%
= Fall 2024 Spring 2025 o Fall 2024 Spring 2025
5 Term 5 Term
0 0
0] ]
a a

Percent Proficient/Exemplary = Number of Students Percent Proficient/Exemplary = Number of Students

ENT- LO3: Audience
Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of
Students Rated

0% 200
Fapith £z
o] © c
T 86% 88.68% 175 150 &
% 84% 2
5 82% 100 £
= 8% 106 g
T /8% 80.00% 0 3
U 76% £
0 74% o 2
a =z
o Fall 2024 Spring 2025
T Term
o
[0}

o

Includes ENGL 1005, 1006, 1007, and 1010

Percent Proficient/Exemplary = Number of Students

Threshold - 70% of students will meet or exceed expectations
Observation - threshold met for all outcomes, both terms (students appear to consistently perform lower in spring)

200

150

100

50

Number of Students



Composition - EN2:

90%

ry
&

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Percent Proficient/Exemplai

90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Percent Proficient/Exemplary

Threshold: 70% of students will meet or exceed expectations
Observations: Unclear why not all outcomes are assessed each term; all outcomes should be covered/assessed in each course

EN2 - LO1: Processes
Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of Students Rated

94

Fall 2024 Spring 2025

Term
Include ENGL 2010 and 2015

mmmm Percent Proficient/Exemplary = Number of Students

EN2 - LO3: Conventions
Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of Students Rated

Summer 2024

Fall 2024 Spring 2025
Term
Include ENGL 2010 and 2015

mmm Percent Proficient/Exemplary ==—=Number of Students

Number of Students

Number of Students

§

&

&

&

20%

Percent Proficient/Exemplary
9]
B

EN2 - LO2: Connections
Percent Proficient/Exemplary and Number of Students Rated

\

80.00%

?4.12% 100.00%

Fall 2024 Spring 2025 Summer 2024

Term
Include ENGL 2010 and 2015

mmm Percent Proficient/Exemplary = Number of Students

Summer 2025

Number of Students



Cultural Competency:

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Percent Meets/Exceeds

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Percent Meets/Exceeds

Cultural Competence 1: Evaluate Perspective
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

98.59%

54.14%

84.71% 8843%

| N

90 84%

Fall 2023  Spring 2024  Summer Fall 2024  Spring 2025 Summer

2024

Term

mmm Percent Meefs/Exceeds  e==Number of Students

2025

Cultural Competence 3: Apply Diverse Perspectives

Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

92.54% os07%  96.95%

83.61%  86.08%

37.i8%

Fall 2023 Spring 2024 Summer Fall 2024 Spring 2025 Summer

2024

Term

mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds

e Number of Students

2025

g &5 B
o o (=]
Number of Students

D]
o
S

100

200
100

Number of Students

Percent Meets/Exceeds

100%
0%
80%
70%
80%
50%
40%
N0%
20%
10%

Cultural Competence 2: Analyze Biases
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

93.59%

53.71%

2024

Term

mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds

Threshold: 70% of students will meet or exceed expectations (4 or 5 out of 5)
Observation: Improvement over time, then consistently high performance.

= Number of Students

92 42%

82.20% 84.27% I

Fall2023  Spring 2024  Summer Fall2024  Spring 2025 Summer

2025

300

Number of Students



Creative Arts:

Creative Arts 1: Create
Percent Mee’rs/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

100%
0% 97.78%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Percent Meets/Exceeds

Fall 2023 Spring 2024
Term

mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds

Fall 2024

e Number of Students

100.00%

Spring 2025

200
180
160
140

Number of Students

Percent Meefs/Exceeds

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

Creative Arts 2: Knowledge
Percent Meefs/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

95.56% 93.75%
86 21% e
78.82%
Fall 2023 Spring 2024 Fall 2024 Spring 2025
Term

mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds  ====Number of Students

Threshold: 70% of students will meet or exceed (4 or 5 out of 5) expectations

Observation: Overall small n-size

200
180
160
140
120
100

Number of Students



Humanities:

Humanities 1: Demonstrate Knowledge Humanities 2: Analyze Arfifacts
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

100% 500 100% 500

90% 450 90%. 450

80% 400 80% 400
© 70% 350 o B 70% 350
o) c o c
Q s 2 60% 300 %
fa) 0% 300 g i 3
£ 2] £ 2]
9 0% 250 5 8 0% 2505
= I} = [o}
T 40% 200 2 = 40% 200 Q
[5} 5 [} g
% 30% 150 Z g 30% 150 Z
a a

20% 100 20% 100

10% 50 10% 50

0% 0 0% 0
Fall 2023 Spring 2024  Summer 2024 Fall 2024 Spring 2025  Summer 2025 Fall 2023 Spring 2024  Summer 2024 Fall 2024 Spring 2025 Summer 2025
Term Term
mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds Number of Students mmm Percent Meets/Exceeds e Number of Students

Humanities 3: Effective Communication
Percent Meets/Exceeds and Number of Students Rated

100% - 500

90% 450

80% 400
B 70% 350 ¢
[} c
Q (0]
X 0% 300 ©
= 2
2 2
8 50% 250 “é
= [}
= 40% 200 2
5 5
g 0% 150 2
o

20% 100

10% 50

0% 0

Fall 2023 Spring 2024 Summer 2024 Fall 2024 Spring 2025 Summer 2025
Term

mm Percent Meets/ Exceeds Number of Students

Threshold: 70% of students will meet or exceed (4 or 5 out of 5) expectations.
Observation: In any given semester, the percent of students meeting threshold are highly correlated. Are instructors making clear
distinctions between the outcomes?



Social Science:
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Life Sciences:
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Life Science 2: Metabolismand Homeostasis
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Physical Science

Outside of one class of 21 students, there is no Canvas data for physical science. The one course providing assessment data did not

assess PS1.
Physical Science instructors are encouraged to leverage the Canvas outcome tool.



Natural Science (shared by both Physical and Life Sciences):
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Appendix B: GEIAC Membership
2023/24

Miranda Kispert - chair
Matt Gnagey

Katarina Anderson
Cora Neal

Paul Neiman

Seokwoo Song

Matt Crook

Melinda Russell-Stamp
Michelle Paustenbaugh
Rieneke Holman

Diego Batista

Luke Fernandez

2024/25

Cora Neal - chair
Jamie Weeks

Matt Gnagey

Connie Merrill

Melinda Russell-Stamp
Michelle Paustenbaugh
Paul Neiman

Seokwoo song

Diego Batista

Luke Fernandez

Matt Crook

Stacie Wing-Gaia



Appendix C: Reporting Rubric

Evidence of Learning: General Education Courses

Course: Semester taught: Sections included:
Evidence of Learning: General Education
Target Performance Action Plan/Tse
. . o . ¥ :
Gen Ed Outcome \Aligned measurable Method of (recomme@ 70 Y of Actual Performance Irfter_pretahun of of Results —
loutcome MMeasurement students will achieve Findings closine the loo
80% or higher) g P
Area Learning Outcome 1 | Course outcotme: Measure 1 Measure 1 Meazure 1: Measure 1:
Meazure 2: Meazure 2: Meazure 2: Measure 2:
Area Learning Outcome 2 | Course outcome: Meazure 1: Measure 1: Measzure 1: Measure 1:
Measure 2: Measure 2: Measzure 2: Measure 2:
Area Learning Outcome 3 | Course outcome: Measure 1: Measure 1: Measure 1: Measure 1:
Measure 2: Measure 2: Measzure 2: Measure 2-

# At least one measure per objective must be a direct measure; mdirect measures may be usaed to supplement direct meazurels).
It 13 proposed that these assessment results will be reviewed by the General Education Improvement & Asseszsment Committee, who will provide feedback on evidence
of continuous improvement.



Appendix D: Assessment Rubric

Course:

GE Area: Date of Review:

How many course sections are included in this review?

Did sections use the same measures? Did sections use the same thresholds?

Quality of Evidence

Measures

Select all that apply:
[ | Multiple measures used for each

outcome

[] Multiple measures used for some
outcomes, only 1 for others

[ | Only 1 measure used for each outcome

] No measurement methods specified

| | Direct measures (e.g., quiz, paper)

|| Indirect measures (e.g., reflection)

There should be evidence of:

Multiple methods of measurement for each outcome (direct and/or indirect methods, quantitative and/or qualitative)
Meets | | Needs Improvement | |

Clear description of assessment instrument or tool (i.e., how it asks student to demonstrate mastery of the outcome)
Meets || Needs Improvement [

Clear description of evidence of achievement (i.e., how is the instrument or tool assessed)
Meets || Meeds Improvement [_|

Reliable and valid evidence collected for each outcome
Meets [ ] Needs Improvement | |

Overall depth of evidence (multiple measures, direct/indirect methods)
Meets Meeds Improvement [

Clear alignment to program/course outcome
Meets | | Needs Improvement | |

Quality of Evidence Feedback

Provide feedback on all items. Include
concermns, suggestions for improvement,
kudos, or other thoughts relevant to this
criterion. Please pay particular attention to
any iterm marked “needs improvement.”

Presence and Nature of Threshold

Thresholds

List threshold(s) used for outcomes and/or
measurements (e.g., 80% students score
85% or better):

There should be evidence of:

Meaningful and aspirational (but reasonable) threshold
Meets Meeds Improvement [_|

Multi-stepped threshold which indicates both the level of desired achievement and the percentage of students who
reach that level
Meets | |

Clear description of threshold (i.e., why it was selected)
Meets | | Needs Improvement ||

Needs Improvement | |

Presence and Nature of Threshold
Feedback

Provide feedback on all items. Include
concemns, suggestions for improvement,
kudos, or other thoughts relevant to this
criterion. Please pay particular attention to
any item marked “needs improvement.”

GEIAC ALO Assessment Evaliation Form, Rev. 01/2024




Quality of Interpretation

Quality of Interpretation There should be evidence of:
Robust. meaningful interpretation of why students did or did not meet the threshold and what that means for the course
Meets | | Meeds Improvement | |
Connection to plan of action (past and/or future)
Meets || Meeds Improvement ||
Quality of Interpretation Feedback
Provide feedback on all items. Include
concemns, suggestions for improvement,
kudos, or other thoughts relevant to this
criterion. Please pay particular attention to
any item marked “needs improvement.”
Quality of the Described Action
Actions There should be evidence of:
+ Number of outcomes resulting in “No Explicit, well-reasoned connection between assessment results and proposed changes
Action Needed" or similar: Meets || Meeds Improvement ||
_ Measurability of proposed actions
+ Total # of outcomes: Meets | | Needs Improvement ||

“Closing the loop” between past changes (if any), current assessment results, and proposed actions (including
changes, stay-the-course, wait-and-see, etc.)
Meets || Meeds Improvement ||

Quality of the Described Action Feedback

Provide feedback on all items. Include
concemns, suggestions for improvement,
kudos, or other thoughts relevant to this
criterion. Please pay particular attention to
any item marked “needs improvement.”

Other Observations & Feedback for Instructors

Please include any additional feedback

for the instructor(s) of the course,

including comments, questions, concemns, or

kudos such as:

= |ssues or ideas raised in the evaluation
document

» |Improvements indicated, but not
necessarily tied to outcome measurement
(i.e., incorporating new industry trends,
trying new approaches, adopting a new
textbook)
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