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1. What learning outcome(s) was assessed?  
 
In the 2016-17 academic year, the Art and VCD faculty developed a collaborative program to meet 
the challenging needs of our students that combined the two previous degrees into a new Art & 
Design program/degree. As a result and, in part, due to the changes in university assessment policies, 
instruments and outcomes the Studio Arts Program reviewed the entire structure of the catalog-listed 
mission and learning outcomes as well as our assessment tools and practices.  
For 9 years we had been utilizing a multiple-choice exam that was sampled in the first academic year 
of a student’s career for baseline data and then reprised in a series of exit exams in the capstone 
course at the end of the student’s educational experience. This instrument was employed in 
collaboration with proficiency assessments of visual expression, written communication and verbal 
defense of student learning methods. It was imperative to restructure the assessment instrument in 
view of the university led changes to all assessment and data gathering. 

 
 

2. Where did you get the data for assessment?  (e.g., employer survey, embedded assessment, capstone 
or thesis project, class presentation) 
The data was derived from the multiple-choice exams and the assessment methods of exhibitions, 
presentations and interviews in the capstone course.  
We are developing embedded assessment to replace the multiple-choice exams, exhibitions and 
interviews as these three devices were not providing appropriate feedback that was useful to our 
evaluation process. This should be in place by 2018-19. 

 
 

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

 
From intensive appraisal of the language and implications of the current learning outcomes the faculty 
discovered that some of the attributes we ascribed to the outcomes were difficult to measure and demonstrate 
in rubrics or other assessment formats such as ‘disciplined work ethic within the studio media’ while others 
like  ‘incorporates exploration and risk-taking’ are problematic in providing positive reinforcement and 
examples for student learning.  
The faculty agreed the LEAP learning outcome rubrics provide a much better approach to organizing and 
categorizing data so that we can observe and enhance student learning. 
 
 

4. What changes, if any, will faculty make to curriculum as a result of assessment?  
 
The faculty has created three new learning outcomes in relation to the university assessment plan. 
They are as follows: 
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1. Cultivate lifelong strategies for creative thinking, skill-building, and active practice of art and design. 
(PS-Program Specific) 

2. Engage the world through critical inquiry and design process, and analyze art and design in context. 
(IA-Inquiry and Analysis) 

3. Integrate vision, language, form, and materials for communication and self-expression. (IL-Integrative 
Learning) 
 
This supports the aspirations of the last assessment report and locates our program within the 
university plans for a cohesive and comprehensive assessment system. It also assists us in creating 
significant projects that enable student reflection of their learning process. 
 
We will be making changes to our curriculum as we are able to review the rubric outcome attainment 
levels over the course of time. The new rubric based assessment instruments will provide more 
specific information, more nuances in student learning and the potential for meaningfully modifying 
our program curriculum to better our vision and our students educational experience. 

 
 


