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1. What learning outcome(s) was assessed?  
 
“Develop a clear understanding of the nature and significance of human-environment relations” (from the 
2013-2014 catalog). 
 

 
2. Where did you get the data for assessment?  (e.g., employer survey, embedded assessment, capstone 

or thesis project, class presentation) 
 
Drs. McGlade and Van Steeter both embedded a question related to the selected outcome on a final exam (in 
GEOG 470 and GEOG 490 respectively). Dr. Huston used a field assignment and write-up to address the 
outcome in GEOG 107H. Dr. Khè embedded the outcome into the final project for GEOG 106. All 
assessments were administered in Spring 2014. 
 
 

3. What were the findings of the assessment?  What did faculty learn about student learning from 
reviewing the data?  

 
Both Dr. Huston and Dr. Khè found that the majority of students were able to grasp the interrelatedness of 
humans and the environment on at least a basic level. For example, Dr. Huston uses the concept of 
“socionature” in teaching about human-environment relations in GEOG 107. This concept challenges 
students to think about how they are always in and connected to the natural world, regardless of whether they 
are in a classroom or hiking in the forest. The results of his assessment demonstrate that students were able 
to think about, for example, the building materials for a house as being at least partly “natural,” but that most 
students continued to make binary distinctions between, particularly, “inside” (social) and “outside” (nature) 
in their analyses of their field observations. Dr. Khè found a similar result in the final projects from his 
GEOG 106 students, but in the context of economics and the environment rather than social relations and 
cultural practice. 
 
In contrast, in the upper-division courses taught by Drs. Van Steeter and McGlade, both saw student work 
that demonstrated a nuanced and sophisticated understanding of human-environment relations. In his report 
on the results of his exam question, Dr. McGlade noted that student responses went beyond the scope of his 
course, suggesting an integrative knowledge of the topic. Similarly, Dr. Van Steeter noted the influence of 
material from other courses on his students’ responses to the question on his final exam.  
 
Our analysis of these results suggests that while students maybe challenged initially in making connections 
between humans and the environment, as they work through their coursework in geography, their 
understanding of this topic deepens. 
 
 

4. What changes, if any, will faculty make to curriculum as a result of assessment?  
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The results of this assessment do not suggest a need for major reform of the curriculum, such as adding or 
removing courses or instituting new requirements, but our analysis does suggest that in teaching for this 
outcome, additional time or clearer examples may help at the introductory level of instruction to assist more 
students in making the desired connections. At the upper-division, the results are clearly encouraging, but 
both Dr. McGlade and Dr. Van Steeter indicate that there is room to more clearly emphasize certain aspects 
of the human-environment relationship, such as the role of technology. 


