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Description of Assessment Procedure:  
 

This year only, to ease the burden of implementing a new, collaborative approach to Liberal-
Arts-related program assessment, the School of Communications, Humanities, and Social 
Sciences (CHSS) substituted its new program assessment for previously planned assessments 
related to all of the CNM and NMHED general education outcomes. The faculty in Liberal-
Arts-related programs were instructed to use a common rubric (see Appendix 1) to assess 
critical analysis and effective communication based upon a formal written assignment. 
Discipline areas without degree offerings did not participate in the assessment process. 
 
The Liberal Arts outcomes were cross-walked to the NMHED core competencies as shown in 
Appendix 2. This year's assessment was designed to collect baseline data. The data was 
collected, aggregated, and analyzed by the CHSS Liberal Arts Learning and Assessment Team 
(LALA) and findings were reported back to the discipline areas to be applied to their individual 
assessment reports. 

http://www.hed.state.nm.us/uploads/files/Policy%20and%20Programs/HED%20Gen%20Ed%20Competencies-All%20Areas.pdf
http://www.hed.state.nm.us/uploads/files/Policy%20and%20Programs/Transfer%20Curriculum/HED_Area_V_12-05-2012_.pdf


 
Most of the Art History faculty assessed a written analysis of a specific work of art. In History, 
students were required to formulate a thesis statement and support conclusions by drawing on 
readings, assigned films, lectures, and/or discussions. In Theatre, students were asked to attend 
a live theatrical production, assess and analyze the production using lessons about each aspect 
of theatre-making from class, write a response paper of the analysis, and present the analysis to 
the rest of the class.  

 
Report of Assessment Data and Results:  
 

Art History: 
 

 
Assessment 
Categories 
and Score 

ALL 
students 
assessed 

Fine Arts Major 
(percent) 

ARTH (n=36) ARTS (n=11) 

CA1     
0 7.9% 5.0 11.1% 0% 
1 12.7% 15.0 11.1% 9.1% 
2 31.1% 25.0 27.8% 0% 
3 48.2% 55.0 50.0% 90.9% 
CA2     
0 7.8% 5.3 11.1% 0% 
1 13.3% 10.5 5.6% 9.1% 
2 32.0% 26.3 44.4% 63.6% 
3 42.6% 57.9 38.9% 27.3% 
CA3     
0 8.8% 5.3 11.1% 9.1% 
1 17.1% 10.5 25.0% 0% 
2 32.9% 39.5 22.2% 36.4% 
3 36.8% 44.7 41.7% 54.5% 
EC1     
0 7.1% 5.1 11.1% 0% 
1 11.9% 12.8 5.6% 9.1% 
2 31.9% 23.1 44..4% 18.2% 
3 45.4% 59.0 38.9% 72.7% 
EC2     
0 8.1% 7.7 11.1% 0% 
1 12.5% 12.8 8.3% 9.1% 
2 30.1% 25.6 41.7% 27.3% 
3 47.9% 53.8 38.9% 63.6% 

 
Due to unknown circumstances, incomplete Fine Arts  data was calculated by the LALA Data 
team.  Meaningful Department specific findings could not be found at this time because of the 
incomplete data. 
 
History: 
 

 
Assessment 
Categories 
and Score 

ALL 
students 
assessed 

HIST (n=486) Hist 
(n=51) 

History Major 
(percent) 

CA1     
0 7.9% 14.2% 19.6% 15.2 
1 12.7% 11.3% 3.9% 9.1 
2 31.1% 26.5% 13.7% 24.2 



3 48.2% 47.9% 62.7% 51.5 
CA2     
0 7.8% 15.2% 19.6% 15.6 
1 13.3% 10.9% 2.0% 9.4 
2 32.0% 27.0% 19.6% 25.0 
3 42.6% 46.9% 58.8% 50.0 
CA3     
0 8.8% 16.5% 19.6% 15.6 
1 17.1% 11.9% 3.9% 12.5 
2 32.9% 29.0% 25.5% 25.0 
3 36.8% 42.6% 51.0% 46.9 
EC1     
0 7.1% 15.8% 19.6% 15.2 
1 11.9% 10.3% 3.9% 12.1 
2 31.9% 26.7% 13.7% 18.2 
3 45.4% 47.1% 62.7% 54.5 
EC2     
0 8.1% 15.4% 19.6% 15.6 
1 12.5% 10.3% 3.9% 9.4 
2 30.1% 27.4% 15.7% 28.1 
3 47.9% 46.9% 60.8% 46.9 

 
Roughly 75% of the History majors scored at the 2 or 3 level across the 5 separate outcomes for 
Effective Communication and Critical Analysis. By comparison, about the same percentage of 
others scored similarly, with a slightly higher concentration of 3s. We should also note that the 
scores for History majors were come from their work in various CHSS courses (not just history). 
 
Theatre: 

Among Majors:   

66 %  received a 3, 33% received a 2, and 0 % scored below 2 on  CA1 

50% received a 3, 50% received a 2 and 0% scored below a 2 on CA 2 

50% received a 3, 33% received a 2, 12% received a 1, and 0% received a 0 on CA 3 

66% received a 3, 33% received a 2, and 0% scored below a 2 on EC1 

66% received a 3, 33% received a 2, and 0% scored below a 2 on EC2 

                                    

Within your specific discipline courses what percentage of students scored a 0, 1, 2, or 3 on each of 
the rubrics?   

CA1 

0 
12.3% 

1 
5.2% 

2 
29.0% 

3 
53.5% 

CA2 

0 
12.3% 

1 
10.3% 

2 
32.9% 

3 
44.5% 

CA3 

0 
12.3% 

1 
7.1% 

2 
34.8% 

3 
45.8% 

EC1 

0 
11.6% 

1 
9.7% 

2 
31.0% 

3 
47.7% 

EC2 

0 
14.2% 

1 
5.2% 

2 
25.2% 

3 
55.5% 

 



 
 
Analysis and Interpretation/Reflection on Results or Trends: 
 

Art History: 
 
Without Department Specific Data available one consideration stands out.  We did not include 
ARTS data in the LALA submission because it is not part of the Liberal Arts curriculum.  The 
limitations we are running into with the incomplete ARTH data (not being able to look at scores 
across all sections assessed for example) will be a limitation in the future with ARTS data.  It 
seems like worth investigating how or if, non-liberal arts data can be included in the LALA data 
process. 
 
We also would like to see more reporting from the ARTS 2200 level courses.  Even some of the 
fulltime faculty did not report data this cycle. 
 
History: 
 
We didn’t really find any surprises based on the History-specific data. We were pleased to see the 
high level of success (75% at level of 2-3) among History majors, and we are interested in thinking 
about why the number of 0s in a few categories was higher than 1s. We think that there are a few 
different possible reasons for that trend, including the fact that 0s account for people who failed to 
complete the assessment.  
 
We also realized that many faculty members only evaluated Effective Communication and Critical 
Analysis in general, rather than evaluating each specific outcome on the rubric. We want to 
improve the application of the rubric across the department the next time around. 
 
Theatre: 
 
Students seemed to score quite consistently on all levels.  In most cases, they tended to score higher 
than the student average.  At this point, it seems that the majority of the students who submit the 
project tend to score at a 2 or 3 with more of them scoring a 3. 

 
Plan for Improving the Assessment Process and/or Student Learning:  
 

Art History: 
 
Once Data is available we plan to review the assessment tool and process and develop a plan to 
advance assessment to understand learning.  We will ask the following questions: 
 

• Did the tool adequately measure critical analysis and/or effective communication?   
• Can the department achieve more reliability/consensus on scoring student work through 

norming?   
• Is it helpful to conduct the assessment at a different time of the semester?   
• Is it productive to use the same assessment tool in different courses in 2015-2016?  Or a 

revised version of the tool in the same course(s) as the prior year? 
 
History: 
 
For Spring 2016, we plan to continue the use of our embedded assessment tool (described above), 
to be administered in the second half of the semester (between midterm and final). Within the next 
two weeks (during the second half of the Fall 2015 term) we will discuss the application of the 
rubric as a department to ensure that we understand the meaning of each of the five separate points 
in similar ways, and that all of us assess for all 5 points. In the Spring, the assessments will be 
conducted in the Hist 1101, Hist 1161, Hist 1182, and Hist 2240. By doing this, we will continue to 
assess our survey courses that students are required to take as part of the Humanities Core and that 
are required for History program majors (the Western Civ and U.S. History series). Changing the 



courses under evaluation will also allow us as a department to share the assessment workload and 
provide instructors who did not complete the assessment last spring to complete it during the 
upcoming spring. Once we complete another round of assessment in this way, everyone in the 
department will have experience with the process and the rubric. Our conversations one year from 
now will be more complete and better informed because everyone in the department will have had 
experience with assessment by then. At that point we can reevaluate the tool itself based on the 
types of results that we received in Spring 2015 and Spring 2016. 
 
Theatre: 

At this point, these seem like the proper two assignments to use for assessment.  The only other 
assignment that would be nearly as effective would be the final, which would be far too late in the 
semester to use.  

We find that the norming session at the beginning of the spring semester was greatly beneficial to 
each of the instructors in order to ensure that all of us were scoring the same projects in a consistent 
manner.  In our opinion the consistency of the assessment seems to prove that. 

The first parts of the assessment are quite clear and figured out.  Our goal is to solidify expectations 
and grading for the parts of the assessment that require live student presentations to the class.  Class 
presentations in the different classes as well as face to face versus online have some variances.  We 
plan to make this part more consistent as well.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appendix 1: 
 

Liberal Arts Degree Outcomes:  Critical Analysis  
 

Given new information, 
situation, and/or 
application, the student 
will: 

Did it awesomely 
Mastery 
90-100% 

A 
3 points 

Did it 
Proficient 
80-89% 

B 
2 points 

Kind of did it 
Developing 

70-79% 
C 

1 point 

Didn’t do it 
Emerging 

0-69% 
F-D 

0 points 
Identify and critically 
consider the main issues, 
concepts, problems, 
and/or techniques.  
 
 

Student explicitly, 
critically, and 
comprehensively 
considers all relevant 
material. Student 
identifies all relevant 
information necessary 
for mastery of the 
subject matter. 

Student identifies, 
describes, applies, 
and/or clarifies 
relevant material to 
demonstrate a 
proficient 
understanding.  
 

Student identifies 
relevant material but 
may struggle to 
describe, apply, or 
clarify the content. 

Student uncritically 
identifies relevant 
material, offering 
no clarification, 
application, or 
description. 

Incorporate more than 
one perspective (e.g. 
source, method, 
technique, and/or 
approach) 
 
 

Student incorporates 
many diverse 
perspectives to 
demonstrate breadth 
of knowledge.  
Student clearly 
justifies her/his own 
view or approach. 
Analysis/application of 
other perspectives is 
consistently accurate 
and respectful. 
Student provides 
ample evidence of 
reflection and self-
assessment.  

Student incorporates 
some diverse 
perspectives, but the 
approach is limited. 
Student somewhat 
justifies her/his own 
view or approach. 
Analysis/application of 
other positions is 
usually accurate and 
respectful. Student 
provides some 
evidence of reflection 
and self-assessment. 

Student incorporates a 
singular or very few 
perspective(s). Student 
begins to relate 
alternative views but 
the integration of 
multiple viewpoints 
lacks development. 
Student investigates or 
applies ideas in a 
limited way.  
Analysis/application of 
other views lacks 
accuracy in some 
areas. Student 
provides little  
evidence of self-
assessment.  

Student fails to 
incorporate or 
engage others’ 
perspectives or 
discusses an 
incorrect 
perspective. 
Student adopts a 
single idea with 
little question and 
does not integrate 
alternatives.  
Student presents 
obvious ideas, 
avoids 
discomforting 
ideas, and or treats 
other positions 
superficially. 
Student provides 
no evidence of 
self- assessment. 

Demonstrate mastery by 
evaluating, analyzing, 
interpreting and/or 
synthesizing   
 
 

Student demonstrates 
a comprehensive 
evaluation, analysis, 
interpretation, or 
synthesis.  Student 
thoroughly examines 
and/or applies the 
viewpoints of experts. 

Student develops a 
coherent evaluation, 
analysis, 
interpretation, or 
synthesis.  Student 
accurately examines 
and/or applies the 
viewpoints of experts, 
but not 
comprehensively. 

Student struggles to 
develop a coherent 
evaluation, analysis, 
interpretation, or 
synthesis. Student 
inaccurately or 
inconsistently 
examines and/or 
applies the viewpoints 
of experts. 

Student offers little 
or no evaluation, 
analysis, 
interpretation, or 
synthesis. Student 
fails to examine 
and/or apply the 
viewpoints of 
experts.  

  



Liberal Arts Degree Outcomes:  Effective Communication  
 

 
In written, oral, 
numeric or visual 
formats, the student 
will: 

Did it awesomely 
Mastery 
90-100% 

A 
3 points 

Did it 
Proficient 
80-89% 

B 
2 points 

Kind of did it 
Developing 

70-79% 
C 

1 point 

Didn’t do it Non-
attempt or Emerging 

0-69% 
D-F 

0 points 
Demonstrate 
organization and/or 
coherence of ideas, 
content, and/or 
formulas 
 
 

Material is sharply 
focused and 
organized.  The 
student presents a 
logical organization of 
ideas around a 
common theme that 
demonstrates an 
advanced 
understanding of the 
subject matter. 

Material is mostly 
focused and 
organized.  The 
student presents 
logical constructions 
around a common 
theme that reflects 
meaning and purpose.  

The student’s ideas 
and organizational 
patterns reflect a 
common theme that 
demonstrates a basic 
understanding of the 
subject matter.  Ideas 
are  disorganized or 
may lack development 
in some places. 

The material lacks 
focus and organization 
with few or no ideas 
around common 
theme. Student 
struggles to 
demonstrate her/his 
understanding of the 
subject matter. 

Produce 
communication 
appropriate to 
audience, situation, 
venue, and/or context 
 
 

Demonstrates a 
thorough 
understanding of 
context, audience, and 
purpose that is 
responsive to the 
assigned task(s) and 
focuses on all 
elements of the work. 
 

Demonstrates 
adequate 
consideration of 
context, audience, 
and purpose and a 
clear focus on the 
assigned task(s) (e.g., 
the task aligns with 
audience, purpose, 
and context). 

Demonstrates a basic 
awareness of context, 
audience, purpose, 
and to the assigned 
tasks(s) (e.g., begins to 
show awareness of 
audience's 
perceptions and 
assumptions). 

Struggles to 
demonstrate attention 
to context, audience, 
purpose, and to the 
assigned tasks(s) (e.g., 
expectation of 
instructor or self as 
audience). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appendix 2: 
 

LALA 
Outcomes 
(below) and 
NMHED 
Area V: 
Humanities 
and Fine 
Arts 
Competen-
cies (right) 

1.  Analyze and 
critically interpret 
significant primary 
texts and/or works of 
art (this includes fine 
art, literature, music, 
theatre, & film) 

2.  Compare art forms, 
modes of thought and 
expression, and 
processes across a 
range of historical 
period and/or 
structures (such as 
political, geographic, 
economic, social, 
cultural, religious, and 
intellectual) 

3.  Recognize and 
articulate the diversity 
of human experience 
across a range of 
historical periods 
and/or cultural 
perspectives 

4.  Draw on historical 
and/or cultural 
perspectives to 
evaluate any or all of 
the following: 
contemporary 
problems/issues, 
contemporary modes 
of expression, and 
contemporary 
thought 

Identify main 
issues, 
concepts, 
problems, 
and/or 
techniques 

X X X X 

Incorporate 
more than 
one 
perspective, 
source, 
method, 
technique, 
and/or 
approach 

X X X X 

Demonstrate 
mastery by 
evaluating, 
analyzing, 
interpreting 
and/or 
synthesizing  

X X X X 

Demonstrate 
organization 
and/or 
coherence of 
ideas, 
content, 
and/or 
formulas 

X X X X 

Produce 
communicati
on 
appropriate 
to audience, 
situation, 
venue, 
and/or 
context 

X X X X 

 


