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Executive Summary

The following Humanities assessment was conducted in Spring 2010.  The assessment attempted to draw representative responses from a cross section of Humanities courses, including courses from the main campus, the off campus, and the online program.  Of the 111 Humanities courses offered in the Spring of 2010, 43 courses were selected for the assessment, although not all participated.  The first part of the review consisted of a series of exercises undertaken by faculty members, who filled out questionnaires and conducted a systematic evaluation of submitted student work-- including exams, papers, and other projects. Faculty members were given a ‘Humanities Assessment Rubric’ to assist in scoring students on a four-point scale– ranking from highest to lowest—‘Accomplished’, ‘Developed’, ‘Developing’, ‘Undeveloped.’  Results showed that students were most adept at critically analyzing human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, but were less accomplished at explaining, assessing, and/or appreciating the overall meaning ("big picture") or quality of a given creation.  In addition students were less able to recognize how human intellectual and/or imaginative creations illuminate enduring human concerns and changes in the human condition.  	
Faculty members were also asked to complete a survey about the Humanities learning outcomes.  Of the 43 courses selected for the assessment, only 12 faculty returned the survey, and of those 12 only 9 completed the entire survey (Q1: 12 responded; Q2: 8 responded; Q3: 8 responded; Q4: 9 responded). One explanation for this might be that respondents gradually ‘lost enthusiasm’ for the survey, another is that Outcomes #3 and #4 are similar in nature. 
The assessment also consisted of a questionnaire, issued to students, related to the Humanities learning outcomes.  The results for the student survey generally indicated a high degree of appreciation and/or enjoyment with materials or discussions centered on the Human Condition.  According to the students surveyed, most Humanities outcomes are being met.  The lowest scores were on questions 9 and 10 pertaining to learning about aspects of the human condition changing or not changing over time. Business students seemed less likely to agree that the works presented in the class showed how the human condition changed or stayed the same over time. More first-generation college students than others agreed that the course in question helped them to evaluate the quality of cultural products.  More transfer students than those who entered the university as freshmen believed they were able to interpret the meanings implicit in cultural products presented in the class.  A higher percentage of students who had previously taken a humanities class felt strongly that they learned to enjoy or appreciate the works presented in the class.  Those entering the university as freshmen were more likely to believe they understood the cultural significance of the material and intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material.  Students entering the university as sophomores or above were more likely to believe they could interpret the implicit meanings in the materials studied.  A stronger percentage of Caucasians agreed that the course helped them to see how elements of the human condition do not change over time.  
As a result of the assessment, the following action items are recommended.  1) Hold a meeting with the Humanities faculty to discuss the results of this assessment, giving particular focus to the results for Outcome #2 (outcomes #3 and #4 in the assessment) to discuss possible reasons for why students scored poorly on this learning outcome and why this outcome was less likely to be represented in the assignments being assessed.  We need to discuss whether this is still an appropriate outcome, and if so, how the learning outcome can be addressed more explicitly in courses.  2) For future Humanities assessments, the student survey should not include Question #1.  In addition, questions #9 and #10 need to be reworded to better communicate the learning outcome reflected in the questions.  3) For future Humanities assessments, ask faculty to submit student work for an assessment conducted by a group of Humanities faculty.  This will allow for better consistency among evaluators and also diminishes the effect of ego or bias.  4) For future Humanities assessments, we need to revise the assessment rubric so that the first outcome says “Student is able to analyze, interpret, and evaluate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations including the context of their production” and the second outcome reads “Student is able to appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, including the context of their production.”  This wording will cause less confusion for faculty assessing student work.


Program Description of GE Humanities Requirement
As part of the General Education program at the University of La Verne, students are required to take three humanities courses in three different areas of the humanities: literature, history, fine art history, foreign language, religion/philosophy, mass media, and inter-area humanities.  It is expected that students will leave La Verne with the following competencies in the Humanities: 

1. Students should be able to analyze, interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and imaginative creations and the context of their production.
2. Students should be able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns and changes in the human condition.

Assessment Procedures
In the spring of 2010, the faculty conducted an assessment of student learning in the Humanities. The assessment procedures were established by a 5-member team of Humanities faculty, along with support from the Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs and the Associate Vice President of University Assessment.  The assessment was not an evaluation of individual classes, but rather an aggregate evaluation of how our students are doing in relation to these outcomes so that we can improve student learning. A representative sample of all Humanities courses was selected for the assessment, including courses from main campus, off campus, and the online program. 

In order to accurately assess the two learning outcomes above, the committee decided to separate the 2 outcomes into 4 distinct outcomes.  In the separated format the learning outcomes for assessment purposes read as follows:

1. Student is able to analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creation including the context of their production
2. Student is able to interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, including the context of their production
3. Student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns
4. Student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition

The assessment included four components:

Instructor evaluation of student work.  Faculty were asked to choose an existing assignment in their course that best addressed the Humanities learning outcomes.  The chosen assignment did not need to address all of the outcome areas, but the chosen assignment was to encompass some or all of the learning outcomes.  The assignments that were chosen included exams, papers, and other projects.  Faculty members were asked to evaluate this student learning of the Humanities learning outcomes on a four-point scale (accomplished – 4, developed – 3, developing – 2, and undeveloped – 1).  Faculty members were given a “Humanities Assessment Rubric” to assist in scoring student on this four-point scale.  In addition, faculty were given a “Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet” to record their scores.   They used a separate scoring sheet for each student.  

Copy of the Assignment.  Each faculty member was asked to submit a copy of the assignment instructions so that we could summarize the kinds of assignments that were assessed. 

Faculty Feedback.  Faculty members were asked to complete a “Faculty Feedback Form” which gave them an opportunity to provide their feedback about the Humanities learning outcomes.  The feedback form asked faculty members to reflect on the ways they incorporate the two learning outcomes into their class, as well as how satisfied they are with the current Humanities learning outcomes.

Student Feedback:  Students were asked to complete a self-report assessment.  The questionnaire asked students to assess their own learning in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes on a five-point scale (strongly agree – 5, agree – 4, neither agree nor disagree – 3, disagree – 2, and strongly disagree – 1).  This survey was available in two formats: hard copy for in-class courses and as an online survey for our online courses.

The data was collected and evaluated by Institutional Research, and then reviewed by the 5-member team of faculty.  The results were deemed significant when there was a variance greater than .5 of the mean score or when there was a variance of greater than 10 percentage points.   

Summary of Instructor Evaluation of Student Work
Guided by a rubric provided to them by the Humanities GE Assessment Committee, Humanities faculty members were asked to evaluate a particular student assignment  in relation to the GE learning outcomes; each piece of student work was scored on a Likert scale of 1-4, where 1 was equivalent to "undeveloped," 2, "developing," 3, "developed," and 4, "accomplished." A total of 225 pieces of student work were evaluated, and total scores ranged from 2 to 16, with a mean of 11.06 and a standard deviation of 3.45. (see Table 6) The "main themes," derived from the current GE learning outcomes for humanities courses, were as follows: 1. Analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context; 2. Interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context; 3. Recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns; and 4. Recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition. 

Responses show a marked difference with regard to the extent to which these four outcomes were met, as indicated below.

Outcome #1: Analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context

As Table 6 indicates, nearly half (48%) of the 225 pieces of student work were judged by instructors to have accomplished learning outcome #1, i.e., students clearly demonstrated the ability to "carefully and critically examine the essential elements of human creations . . . with nuance, complexity, and in the context of their historical and social context" (Humanities Assessment Rubric). This is the highest percentage of any outcome across the rating scale. 27% of assignments were considered to be developed, i.e., students attained much of the previous outcome but lacked nuance, complexity, or content, while 18% were developing, demonstrating only basic critical analysis skills and a lack of attention to historical or social context. Finally, only 7% were assessed as undeveloped in relation to this outcome, reflecting an inability on the part of these students to critically examine human creations (providing, instead, mere summary). The mean for Outcome #1 was 3.15, with a standard deviation of .96.

Conclusion: It appears that students who produced these samples were most adept at this type of critical analysis, with nearly half achieving this outcome in the highest order and nearly another half (45%) in the "developed" and "developing" stage, combined.  

Outcome #2: Interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context

With an identical sample size of 225 pieces of student work, Outcome #2 had the second highest percentage (34%) of students who had accomplished its goals of elucidating the overall meaning ("interpret"), assessing the significance, worth or quality of ("evaluate") and showing the ability to value ("appreciate") the human creations in question. However, 42% of the student work was judged to be developed rather than accomplished, indicating that students interpreted and evaluated these creations without nuance, complexity, and/or content, and valued them in a somewhat superficial manner. At 18%, the same number of pieces of student work as in Outcome #1 were considered to be developing; analyses in these samples were more rudimentary, and often with little consideration paid to the historical and social context. Only 6% were rated as undeveloped, consisting of work in which students were unable to articulate possible meanings, assess the worth of and/or attach value to the object(s) of their analyses. The mean for Outcome #2 was 3.04 with a standard deviation of .87.

Conclusion: 14 points of difference between outcome #1 and #2 in the "accomplished" range (48% and 34%, respectively) seem to confirm that students were much less adept when it came to explaining, assessing, and/or appreciating the overall meaning ("big picture") or quality of a given creation; rather, they were more successful at examining the discrete elements of the same. That being said, a high percentage of work (42%) was scored as "developed," indicating that students perhaps need just a bit of refinement in their interpretative skills.

Outcome #3: Recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns

The percentages for Outcome #3 are based on a reduced sample size of 207 (vs. 225), as instructors believed that this particular outcome was not applicable to 18, or 8% of the pieces of student work. For the remaining assignments designed to accomplish this outcome, 29% were rated as accomplished, with students clearly articulating the relationship between these cultural products and enduring human questions, issues, and/or themes. This outcome ranks third highest in the "accomplished" category, falling 5 points below Outcome #2 and 19 points below Outcome #1. It does, however, boast a high percentage (41%) of student work judged to be developed, with students articulating the aforementioned relationship but in a less sophisticated and complex way. 22% of student samples were rated as developing, wherein students struggled to find the connection between the cultural artifacts and enduring human questions. Furthermore, 8% were scored as undeveloped, with students simply unable to see these connections at all; in this, the lowest rating, Outcome #3 is in line with the previous two outcomes (7% and 6%, respectively). This outcome has a mean of 2.91 and a standard deviation of .91.      

Conclusion: Like Outcome #2, this outcome has its highest percentage of work (41%) in the "developed" category, reflecting students' ability to accomplish the main goal of the learning outcome (i.e., elucidate the connection between the cultural product and the enduring questions) but without the desired sophistication and/or depth. More students struggled with this particular outcome than with the previous two outcomes, while far fewer scored in the accomplished range. This could reflect a deficit in the students' abilities; however, this outcome (along with Outcome #4) appears to be less dependent on a specific skill set (e.g., critical thinking) and more dependent on exposure to a context in which the object of study is examined in the light of so-called "enduring questions." This speculation could be supported by the fact that 8% of the assignments were considered to be "not applicable" to Outcome #3. Just how relevant and significant Humanities instructors consider Outcome #3 to be should be considered and weighed in relation to the quantitative data. 

Outcome #4: Recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition

At 22%, this outcome has the lowest percentage of work ranked as accomplished (26 points below Outcome #1, 12 below Outcome #2, and 7 below Outcome #3), where students were able to clearly articulate "how cultural productions illuminate shifts in human circumstances, struggles, and/or situations" (Humanities Assessment Rubric). 40% of work was scored as developed, meaning that students explained the connection between these cultural products and changes in the human condition, but without complexity or nuance. Students struggled to see such connections in 26% of the work evaluated and therefore fell into the developing category. Outcome #4 has the highest percentage of work ranked as undeveloped (12%), where students failed to see the aforementioned connections. As with Outcome #3, the sample size was reduced--in this case, to 179: instructors considered Outcome #4 to be non-applicable to 20% of the pieces of student work they evaluated. Outcome #4 has a mean of 2.73 and a standard deviation of .94.

Conclusion: The statistics above indicate that Outcome #4 was the most elusive of the four learning outcomes, although it is not statistically far behind Outcome #3 in many respects. Perhaps most interesting is the unusually high percentage of work for which Outcome #4 was considered non-applicable. A discussion with Humanities faculty as to the relevance and importance (or perhaps articulation) of outcomes #3 and #4 might be helpful in the assessment of these GE outcomes.
 

Summary of Humanities Faculty Feedback Form – Qualitative Comments
As the final part of this assessment, faculty members were asked to reflect on the ways they incorporate various learning outcomes into their classes. The number a faculty responses varied from twelve to the first question, eight to the second, eight to the third question and nine responses to the final question (see Appendix 8). One explanation for this might be that respondents gradually lost enthusiasm for answering open-ended questions, though other explanations might apply.

Question #1
Question 1 asked faculty to reflect on how they incorporated Outcome#1 into their course (this outcome requires the analysis, interpretation and evaluation of intellectual and imaginative creation in context).

Most faculty who responded to this question addressed the element of analysis, indicating that being “able to analyze” was a primary concern of their course. However, while one respondent distinguished between analysis and interpretation, it seems that, on the whole, faculty did not make such a distinction when thinking about their classes. Likewise, the ideas of evaluation and appreciation received relatively little attention from respondents. In the former instance, this may be due to an uncertainty about exactly what one should “evaluate” in intellectual and imaginative creations; in the later, being able to “appreciate” may be a somewhat indeterminate outcome to assess.

On the other hand, faculty clearly appreciate the importance of the “context of production” as a starting point for their classes – almost half of respondents referred to the significance of historical conditions and trends to their students’ learning outcomes.

A tangential aspect of this question mentioned by a number of faculty was the importance of primary texts and experience of artworks in the learning experience. This was not part of the learning outcome under consideration, but it might be worth considering, when evaluating this outcome, whether analysis, interpretation, evaluation and appreciate are integrally tied to such primary experience.

Only two respondents made explicit reference to the way their assignments, rather than their course in general, engaged and evaluated Outcome#1. As this was not a specific demand of this question, this is perhaps unsurprising, but it might have been useful in at least one of their reflections to ask faculty to consider how specific assignments relate to the overall outcome demands of their course.

Question #2
Question 2 asked faculty to reflect on how they incorporated Outcome#2 into their course (the outcome requires students to recognize both the changes and continuity in the human condition).

Responses to this question were generally more diffuse in nature, perhaps indicating the wider scope of this outcome compared with Outcome#1.

As in question one, respondents tended to elide the various aspects of the outcome – only three respondents distinguished between the recognition of enduring human concerns on one hand, and changes in the human condition on the other. 

Although a number of respondents to this question pointed out the specific engagement with this outcome in course assignments, others indicated that, rather than explicitly dealing with it in their class, the outcome was implicit in its activities – that discussing the human condition was “automatically” achieved by the class. This may be due once again to the wording of the outcome (recognition may be rather an illusive process to identify), or it may be that such an aspiration is regarded as inherent to the humanities in general or the faculty member’s discipline in particular, and therefore, in some sense, goes without saying in regard to assignments.  Whether this conclusion prompts any concern will be determined by the Humanities Assessment Committee. Overall though, it seems apparent that the faculty who responded to this question feel strongly about the importance of “the human condition” and consider that in one way or another this theme is deeply entrenched in their classes whether this is explicitly stated or not.

A couple of respondents reiterated their responses to Outcome#1 regarding the importance of historical context and trends – this may imply a change in conditions over time, though, once again, this is not explicit.

Question #3
Question 3 asked faculty whether they were satisfied with the humanities learning outcomes and asked for suggestions on ways to modify and improve them.

Although, broadly speaking, faculty who responded to this question were satisfied with the humanities learning outcomes, there were a number of suggestions for modifications, though there was no consensus in this regard. In fact, suggestions were sometimes contradictory, for example, though one respondent commented that the outcomes were “unnecessarily rigid,” a number of others suggested that it was hard to assess vague concepts such as students appreciation of the human condition or their ability to recognize change and continuity.

Other respondents questioned aspects of the categories identified by the learning outcomes: One respondent suggested the merging of Outcomes#3 and #4” (i.e. “illuminate enduring human concerns” and “illuminate changes in the human condition,” with they implied were so closely associated as not to merit two different outcomes). Another faculty member recommended that the definitions of “intellectual creations” and “works of cultural production” be made more socially and politically relevant to their students.

Question #4
Question 4 asked faculty to identify which of the four learning outcomes they assessed in their chosen assignment.

Of the nine faculty who responded to this question, six identified all four outcomes. Of the remaining three, one omitted the students’ capacity to recognize changes in the human condition (Outcome d. or #4), while the other two omitted an assessment of their students’ capacity to recognize enduring human concerns (Outcome c. or #3). This may further indicate a problem with these outcomes.

Summary of Student Survey
In this student self-report survey, a total of 109 students were surveyed, 44 males, 55 females, and one student who identified as other. 35 identified themselves as Caucasian, 35 as Latino/Hispanic, 13 as Multiethnic/Multiracial, 7 as African American, 3 as Asian, 3 as Pacific Islander, and 4 as other. 34 were the first in their family to attend college, and 72 entered La Verne as freshmen. Out of the 109 students, 89 had majors in the College of Arts and Sciences and 11 in the College of Business. Only 5 had a double major, 18 had a minor, and 65 reported that they were sure they had previously taken another humanities course at the University of La Verne before completing the survey.  Table 3 shows that the largest groups of students polled majored in English (17), Political Science (11) and Business (10) with students from at least 29 declared majors surveyed in total. 

Results

Questions 9 and 10: The Human Condition
In Table 2, students identified the humanities outcomes they believed were the best and least covered in the humanities course they were in.  A strong mean of 4.3 believed that the course helped them to identify the intellectual history of ideas covered in the course material. Also strong, with a mean of 4.26, was the students’ belief that the course helped them to understand the legacy or historical significance of the material today.  Students least agreed with the statements that the course showed that elements of the human condition do not change over time (with a mean of 3.78) and, that through the works studied in the class, they learned that some aspects of the human condition do change over time (a mean of 4.09).  In Table 5 only a total of 58% of  students indicated that they either strongly agreed or agreed with the statement that they learned how some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.  However, with a significant mean of 4.22, the students indicated that they believed that the class helped them to understand and analyze creative works.  Students on the whole seemed to believe that they were acquiring the skills of critical analysis of cultural works and that they were learning to identify the significance of those works today. They seem less certain about how the works illustrate how elements of the human condition change or stay the same over time.  It seems that the students believe the courses are meeting the humanities objectives and that they can identify how the human condition has been represented historically from question 3, so it may be that the students did not relate the course content to the phrase “the human condition” or that they were unclear about which elements constitute the human condition.  It is also possible that the courses surveyed portrayed human differences more significantly than those aspects of the human condition which are shared or that more connections in course materials with a student’s own life could be made in those classes in order to reinforce those elements of the human condition which are similar or the same across groups. 

Question 8: Appreciating or Enjoying the Material
In table 4, a significant difference is shown between those students who reported learning to enjoy and appreciate the materials discussed in the class; 28% agreed, while 53% strongly agreed. There was a higher percentage of students who strongly agreed that they enjoyed the materials presented.  A similar trend is visible in Table 5 where the most significant difference in the assessment of the individual objectives is the high percentage of students who report enjoying or appreciating the materials discussed (53% strongly agreeing with only 28% simply agreeing).  It is possible to conclude that the courses are promoting an appreciation of the materials studied.   The results from the survey are further substantiated by the La Verne’s 2009 College Senior Survey which showed that 76% of our seniors reported that they were satisfied or very satisfied with the Humanities courses taken at La Verne (see Table 14).

Differences Among Groups
Since the majority of students surveyed agreed or strongly agreed with the humanities outcomes being met, with a mean of over 4.0 on all questions except for question 9 on the unchanging nature of certain aspects of the human condition (3.78 on Table 2), the focus of the next pages will be on significant differences among the perceptions of the various groups reporting.  Also, it is significant to realize that, while the expectations for question number 1 about multicultural aspects of the material are perceived as being met, with a mean of 4.1 on Table 2, that outcome pertains more to another general education objective which is not specifically a humanities objective, and it will not be further discussed in this context. 

Differences by Major
In terms of the majors polled, there were differences in the how students responded.  Humanities students showed a high mean of 4.45 on question 3 (Table 8) indicating that they strongly agreed that the class in question helped them to understand the intellectual history of the ideas presented.  Social Science students responded most strongly to questions 2, 3, and 8, indicating that they understood the legacy of the material and the intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material, and that they learned to enjoy or appreciate the material (with means of 4.35 on all three questions).  Science students responded agreeing most with statements 2, 3,4 and 10, indicating that they understood the cultural significance of the material, the intellectual history of the ideas presented in the course, how creative works reflect the conditions in which they were produced, and that aspects of the human condition do not change over time.  Business students responded most favorably to question 5 indicating with a mean of 4.16 that they believed the class helped them to analyze creative works.  The lowest levels of agreement on Table 8 were with Business students’ responses to questions 9 and 10.  They agreed somewhat (only with  a mean of 3.38) that they believed that the class helped them to see that aspects of the human condition do not change over time and slightly more strongly (with a mean of  3.67) that they saw the class in question as helping them to see that some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.  Again, the last two questions drew the smallest percentages of agreement on the table.  However, Social Science students agreed more with question 9 on table 8 (with a mean of 3.89) than Humanities students (with a mean of 3.80) or Science students (with a mean of 3.40) or Business students (with a mean of 3.38). The differences may be explained by curricular differences.  Social Science and Humanities majors have presumably taken more humanities classes and have had more opportunities to make comparisons of how cultural works portray aspects of the human condition which do not change over time. 

First Generation Students
In comparing students who were first-generation college students with those who were not the first in their family to attend a university as indicated in Table 9, there were not many discrepancies. The greatest difference between the groups appeared to be that while 42% of first generation college students strongly agreed that the class helped them to evaluate the quality of cultural products, only 37% of non–first-generation students strongly agreed.  However a full 76% of non-first-generation college students either agreed or strongly agreed with statement 7 that they learned to evaluate the quality of cultural products, similar to a full 68% of those first-generation students who either agreed or strongly agreed with the statement. It could be that some non-first-generation students had higher expectations about learning how to evaluate cultural products from their parents.  A full 54% of the first-generation students strongly agreed that the class helped them to understand the history of the ideas represented in the material while only 20% simply agreed.  The classes seem to be successful in helping first-generation students to situate ideas represented in a cultural product in a historical context. 

Transfer Students
There appear to be significant differences between transfer students and those entering the University of La Verne as freshmen as indicated in Table 10.  There is a much higher percentage of transfer students who indicate that they strongly agree with statements 3, 5, 6, and 8.  On each statement more than 60% of transfers strongly agreed indicating that they learned to understand the history of the ideas represented in the material, to analyze and understand creative works, to interpret the meanings implicit in cultural works, and to enjoy or appreciate cultural works.  Those entering the University as freshmen were much more evenly split between agreeing and strongly agreeing on those same questions.  More transfer students (64%) feel strongly that they have learned to interpret the meanings implicit in cultural works in their La Verne class.  An interpretation of this data might reveal that the University of La Verne provides students with tools for cultural analysis and interpretation more than other universities they have attended or that students at the University of La Verne are more exposed to courses related to cultural products than students at other universities are because of the University’s curriculum.

Previous Humanities Courses
Table 11 studied differences between students who had taken a previous humanities course and those who had not.  However, the total of those responding agreeing or strongly agreeing with any statement did not differ more than 10 points between the groups on any question revealing more similarities than differences.  The greatest discrepancy was that 55% of the students who had taken a previous humanities class reported that they strongly agreed with the statement that they learned to appreciate or enjoy the material studied as opposed to 28% of them who simply agreed.  A much greater number reported that they enjoyed the material. This could be a self-selection, since students taking more than humanities class may be majoring in the humanities, although all students are required to take at least three humanities classes in the curriculum.  The greatest difference in students who reported not having taken a humanities class was that 49% of them responded that they strongly agreed that they learned how aspects of the human condition change over time, a difference of 26 from the percentage that simply agrees with the statement. It could be that transfer students are more aware of changes in the human condition through their own varied experiences and wider curricular background.

Freshmen
In comparing those entering as freshman students with transfers, Table 12 revealed significant differences on the totals related to statements 2, 3, and 6.  In two cases, the totals were 10% higher in the freshmen students’ responses, totaling 85% on 2, and 87% on 3, but transfers students’ totals were higher (87%) on 6.  Those who entered as freshmen agreed more strongly than others that they understood the cultural legacy of the material today and the intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material. However, transfer students were more likely to state that they agreed that they learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the works discussed.  Because of their more limited academic experience, those who entered as freshmen may be more likely to be presented with the intellectual history of the product for the first time in the class, while transfer students might feel more confident in interpreting meanings from their wider experience. 

Ethnic Background
Table 13 compares the responses of Caucasian, Latino, and Other students.  On each question except for one, student totals do not vary more than ten points across the groups.  A significant difference exists on question 9.  While a total of 64% of Caucasian students agreed or strongly agreed that they learned how some aspects of the human condition do not change over time, only 45% of Latinos and 41% of Other students agreed or strongly agreed.  Caucasian students identified more aspects of human experience as more universal than did Latino or Other students.  A possible conclusion could be that the curriculum still presents materials which relate more closely to Caucasian students’ experiences than those of other groups who do not recognize elements in them as shared human experiences as readily.  However, question 9 about the elements of the human condition which do not change also elicited the lowest combined scores of any of the questions on the aggregate student response in Table 2 as well.  It could be that the curriculum could afford room for class time devoted to shared human experiences across groups.

Conclusions
· Most Humanities outcomes are being met according to the students polled. 
· The lowest scores were on questions 9 and 10 pertaining to learning about aspects of the human condition changing or not changing over time. 
· A high percentage of students agreed that they enjoyed or appreciated the materials presented in the course. 
· Business students seemed less likely to agree that the works presented in the class showed how the human condition changed or stayed the same over time. 
· More first-generation college students than others agreed that the
 course in question helped them to evaluate the quality of cultural products.
· More transfer students than those who entered the university as freshmen believed they were able to interpret the meanings implicit in cultural products presented in the class. 
· A higher percentage of students who had previously taken a humanities class felt strongly that they learned to enjoy or appreciate the works presented in the class.
· Those entering the university as freshmen were more likely to believe they understood the cultural significance of the material and intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material.
· Students entering the university as sophomores or above were more likely to believe they could interpret the implicit meanings in the materials studied. 
· A stronger percentage of Caucasians agreed that the course helped them to see how elements of the human condition do not change over time. 

Action Recommendations

1. Hold a meeting with the Humanities faculty to discuss the results of this assessment, giving particular focus to the results for Outcome #2 (outcomes #3 and #4 in the assessment).  Why are students scoring poorly on this learning outcome?  Why was this outcome less likely to be represented in the assignments being assessed?  Is this still an appropriate outcome?  If yes, how can the learning outcome be addressed more explicitly in courses?  Is the language of the outcome inaccessible to students, and thus difficult to assess? Students were less able to see enduring human concerns than changes in the human condition.  How can we help students see the universality of the human condition in the works studied?
2. For future Humanities assessments, the student survey should not include Question #1, and questions #9 and #10 need to be reworded to better communicate the learning outcome reflected in the questions.
3. For future Humanities assessments, ask faculty to submit student work for an assessment conducted by a group of Humanities faculty.  This will allow for better consistency among evaluators and also diminishes the effect of ego or bias.
4. For future Humanities assessments, revise the assessment rubric so that the first outcome says “Student is able to analyze, interpret, and evaluate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations including the context of their production” and the second outcome reads “Student is able to appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, including the context of their production.”  This wording will cause less confusion for faculty assessing student work.


Appendix 1
Cover Letter: On Campus

March 1, 2010

Dear Humanities Instructor, 

Thank you for participating in the assessment of our GE Humanities Learning Outcomes.  This is the first time we have attempted to do an assessment of this scope, which cuts across many departments, disciplines, and campuses.  The assessment is not an evaluation of individual classes, but rather an aggregate evaluation of how our students are doing in relation to these outcomes.  No individual faculty or student names will be associated in the evaluation process or in the final report.  This assessment is meant as an exploration of what is working well and what needs improvement or change. You will be sent the results of the assessment and invited to take part in conversations about the results.

Instructions for the Assessment 
The Humanities assessment consists of four components.  

1. Instructor evaluation of student work.  Please choose an existing assignment in your course that best addresses the Humanities learning outcomes (see Rubric).  The chosen assignment does not need to address all of the outcome areas, but you are asked to choose an assignment that most fully encompasses some or all of the learning outcomes.  The assignment may be a paper, an exam, or other type of project.  As you grade the assignment for each student for your own purposes, please also assess students in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes.  You will assess each student's work by using the “Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet.”  You’ll use a separate scoring sheet for each student.  The “Humanities Assessment Rubric” defines how you will score student work.  

2. Copy of the Assignment.  Please submit a copy of the assignment instructions.  We will compile a summary of the kinds of assignments that were assessed. 

3. Faculty Feedback.  Please complete the Faculty Feedback Form which gives you an opportunity to provide your feedback about the Humanities learning outcomes.

4. Student Feedback:  Please ask all of your students to complete this form, which asks them to assess their own learning in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes.  This should be an anonymous process and the students should know that the instructor will not see their responses.  Please ask one student to collect the forms, place them in the enclosed envelope, and write their signature across the seal.

In order to retain instructor anonymity, please pay attention to the following process.  Your materials have been prepared in an envelope that lists your name and CRN.  Please use this envelope to return your completed materials to Melanie Brown, Administrative Assistant for Humanities, MH 115, x4361, mbrown@laverne.edu.  When she receives your materials she will record receipt of your packet and then remove the envelope from the materials before they are analyzed.  The materials will not have a direct link to a particular class or faculty member.  This will allow us to track who has submitted material without compromising anonymity.  

All materials must be submitted by June 7th, 2010.  When you submit your completed materials, your envelope should include:

1. Completed Assessment Scoring Sheets for each student (Do not submit student work, only the scoring sheets)
2. Description of the chosen assignment (remove all references to specific class or instructor).  
3. Completed Faculty Feedback Form
4. Completed Student Feedback Forms (sealed in enclosed envelope, with student signature)

All faculty members who turn in their materials by June 7th will be entered in a raffle for a $200 gift certificate to Amazon.com (a shameless incentive!).  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs, at 909-593-3511 x4446, zwagoner@laverne.edu.

Thank you for your time and effort.

Ann Hills, Modern Languages
Jeffrey Kahan, English  
Gerard Lavatori, Modern Languages
Jon Leaver, Art History
Steve Sayles, History
Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs
Aghop Der-Karabetian, Associated Vice President of Assessment




Appendix 2
Cover Letter: Off-Campus

March 1, 2010

Dear Humanities Instructor, 

Thank you for participating in the assessment of our GE Humanities Learning Outcomes.  This is the first time we have attempted to do an assessment of this scope, which cuts across many departments, disciplines, and campuses.  The assessment is not an evaluation of individual classes, but rather an aggregate evaluation of how our students are doing in relation to these outcomes.  No individual faculty or student names will be associated in the evaluation process or in the final report.  This assessment is meant as an exploration of what is working well and what needs improvement or change. You will be sent the results of the assessment and invited to take part in conversations about the results.

The course that you will be assessing is: CORE 300: Values and Critical Thinking, CRN 2416

Instructions for the Assessment 
The Humanities assessment consists of four components.  

5. Instructor evaluation of student work.  Please choose an existing assignment in your course that best addresses the Humanities learning outcomes (see Rubric).  The chosen assignment does not need to address all of the outcome areas, but you are asked to choose an assignment that most fully encompasses some or all of the learning outcomes.  The assignment may be a paper, an exam, or other type of project.  As you grade the assignment for each student for your own purposes, please also assess students in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes.  You will assess each student's work by using the “Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet.”  You’ll use a separate scoring sheet for each student.  The “Humanities Assessment Rubric” defines how you will score student work.  

6. Copy of the Assignment.  Please submit a copy of the assignment instructions.  We will compile a summary of the kinds of assignments that were assessed. 

7. Faculty Feedback.  Please complete the Faculty Feedback Form which gives you an opportunity to provide your feedback about the Humanities learning outcomes.

8. Student Feedback:  Please ask all of your students to complete this form, which asks them to assess their own learning in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes.  This should be an anonymous process and the students should know that the instructor will not see their responses.  Please ask one student to collect the forms, place them in the enclosed envelope, and write their signature across the seal.

In order to retain instructor anonymity, please pay attention to the following process.  Enclosed, please find a self-addressed envelope.  Please use this envelope to return your completed materials to Melanie Brown, Administrative Assistant for Humanities, MH 115, x4361, mbrown@laverne.edu.  The label identifies your CRN number.  When Melanie receives your materials she will record receipt of your packet and then remove the envelope from the materials before they are analyzed.  The materials will not have a direct link to a particular class or faculty member.  This will allow us to track who has submitted material without compromising anonymity.  

All materials must be submitted by June 7th, 2010.  When you submit your completed materials, your envelope should include:

5. Completed Assessment Scoring Sheets for each student (Do not submit student work, only the scoring sheets)
6. Description of the chosen assignment (remove all references to specific class or instructor).  
7. Completed Faculty Feedback Form
8. Completed Student Feedback Forms (sealed in enclosed envelope, with student signature)

All faculty members who turn in their materials by June 7th will be entered in a raffle for a $200 gift certificate to Amazon.com (a shameless incentive!).  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs, at 909-593-3511 x4446, zwagoner@laverne.edu.

Thank you for your time and effort.

Ann Hills, Modern Languages
Jeffrey Kahan, English  
Gerard Lavatori, Modern Languages
Jon Leaver, Art History
Steve Sayles, History
Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs
Aghop Der-Karabetian, Associated Vice President of Assessment




Appendix 3
Cover Letter: On-Line

March 1, 2010

Dear Humanities Online Instructor, 

Thank you for participating in the assessment of our GE Humanities Learning Outcomes.  This is the first time we have attempted to do an assessment of this scope, which cuts across many departments, disciplines, and campuses.  The assessment is not an evaluation of individual classes, but rather an aggregate evaluation of how our students are doing in relation to these outcomes.  No individual faculty or student names will be associated in the evaluation process or in the final report.  This assessment is meant as an exploration of what is working well and what needs improvement or change. You will be sent the results of the assessment and invited to take part in conversations about the results.

Instructions for the Assessment 
The Humanities assessment consists of four components.  

9. Instructor evaluation of student work.  Please choose an existing assignment in your course that best addresses the Humanities learning outcomes (see Rubric).  The chosen assignment does not need to address all of the outcome areas, but you are asked to choose an assignment that most fully encompasses some or all of the learning outcomes.  The assignment may be a paper, an exam, or other type of project.  As you grade the assignment for each student for your own purposes, please also assess students in relation to the Humanities learning outcomes.  You will assess each student's work by using the “Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet.”  You’ll use a separate scoring sheet for each student.  The “Humanities Assessment Rubric” defines how you will score student work.  

10. Copy of the Assignment.  Please submit a copy of the assignment instructions.  We will compile a summary of the kinds of assignments that were assessed. 

11. Faculty Feedback.  Please complete the Faculty Feedback Form which gives you an opportunity to provide your feedback about the Humanities learning outcomes.

12. Student Feedback:  An online Humanities Student Evaluation has been developed for online students.  The URL is http://survey.laverne.edu/ycao/Assessment/humanities.htm.  Please ask your students to complete this survey before the semester ends.

In order to retain instructor anonymity, please pay attention to the following process.  Your materials have been prepared in an envelope that lists your name and CRN.  Please use this envelope to return your completed materials to Melanie Brown, Administrative Assistant for Humanities, MH 115, x4361, mbrown@laverne.edu.  When she receives your materials she will record receipt of your packet and then remove the envelope from the materials before they are analyzed.  The materials will not have a direct link to a particular class or faculty member.  This will allow us to track who has submitted material without compromising anonymity.  

All materials must be submitted by June 7th, 2010.  When you submit your completed materials, your envelope should include:

9. Completed Assessment Scoring Sheets for each student (Do not submit student work, only the scoring sheets)
10. Description of the chosen assignment (remove all references to specific class or instructor).  
11. Completed Faculty Feedback Form

All faculty members who turn in their materials by June 7th will be entered in a raffle for a $200 gift certificate to Amazon.com (a shameless incentive!).  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs, at 909-593-3511 x4446, zwagoner@laverne.edu.

Thank you for your time and effort.

Ann Hills, Modern Languages
Jeffrey Kahan, English  
Gerard Lavatori, Modern Languages
Jon Leaver, Art History
Steve Sayles, History
Zandra Wagoner, Assistant Dean of Undergraduate Programs
Aghop Der-Karabetian, Associated Vice President of Assessment
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Appendix #4: Humanities Assessment Rubric
	
	Accomplished
	Developed
	Developing
	Undeveloped

	1. Student is able to analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, including the context of their production

	Student clearly demonstrates the ability to carefully and critically identify and examine the essential elements of human creations, and to do so with nuance,  complexity,  and in the context of their historical and social context 

	Student demonstrates the ability to carefully and critically identify and examine human creations, but lacks the sophistication of nuance, complexity, or context 

	Student demonstrates only basic skills in critical analysis.  Analysis is simplistic and does not show careful attention to detail nor to the historical and social context of the production.
	Student is unable to demonstrate the ability to critically examine human creations.  Student relies on summary and stating the obvious rather than analysis

	2. Student is able to interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations, including the context of their production

	Student clearly demonstrates the ability to interpret, or make meaning of, human creations, and can critically assess the significance, value and/or quality of those creations. Interpretations and evaluations are sound and  reasonable given the context of their historical and social context

	Student demonstrates a basic ability to interpret  and evaluate human creations, but lacks the sophistication of nuance, complexity, or context
	Student is able to provide an interpretation and evaluation of human creations, but the interpretation and evaluation are simplistic, based on shaky foundations, and do not pay attention to context
	Student is unable to articulate possible meanings of human creations and is unable to evaluate the significance, value or quality of those creations.

	3. Student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns

	Student clearly articulates how cultural productions illuminate enduring human questions, issues and/or themes
	Student can articulate how cultural productions illuminate enduring human questions, issues and/or themes, but lacks the sophistication of nuance and complexity
	Student struggles to see the connection between works of cultural production and enduring human questions, issues, and/or themes
	Student is unable to see the connection between works of cultural production and enduring human questions, issues, and/or themes

	4. Students is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition

	Student clearly articulates how cultural productions illuminate shifts in human circumstances, struggles, and/or situations
	Student articulates how cultural productions illuminate shifts in human  circumstances, struggles, and/or situations, but lacks complexity and nuance
	Student struggles to see the connection between works of cultural production and shifts in human circumstances, struggles, and/or situations
	Student is unable to see the connection between works of cultural production and shifts in human circumstances, struggles, and/or situations



Appendix #5

Scoring Sheet
Humanities Assessment



Rating Scale 
Please refer to the Humanities Assessment Rubric for a definition of each level.

Accomplished		4
Developed		3
Developing		2
Undeveloped		1

For the given assignment, the student is able to:

1. analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative 		__________
creations within a given context

2. interpret, evaluate and appreciate 			__________
human intellectual and/or imaginative 		
creations within a given context

3. recognize how various works of cultural production 	__________
illuminate enduring human concerns

4. recognize how various works of  cultural production 	__________
illuminate changes in the human condition


Total									__________				


Appendix #6

Faculty Feedback Form
Humanities Assessment


1. Please reflect on the ways you incorporate Outcome #1 into your course. 

Outcome #1: Students should be able to analyze, interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and imaginative creations and the context of their production.






2. Please reflect on the ways you incorporate Outcome #2 in your course.

Outcome #2: Students should be able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns and changes in the human condition. 







3. Are you satisfied with the Humanities learning outcomes as currently written?  Why or why not?  If you are not satisfied, how would you modify them?







4. Which areas did you assess for your chosen assignment (please circle all that apply):

a. Student is able to analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations
b. Student is able to interpret, evaluated, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations
c. Student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns
d. Student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition


Appendix #7

Student Feedback Form
Humanities Assessment

The University of La Verne periodically conducts surveys to solicit students' perceptions and opinions of their experiencesat La Verne. Our goal is to continue to offer a valuable undergraduate experience for our students. As a student in a Humanities course, your opinion about the coverage of Humanities in this class is very important to us. Please take the time to fill out the enclosed survey. Do not put your name on the form, as it is designed to be anonymous.

I. Please check the box that most closely describes you. The information you are asked will not be used to identify you as an individual but rather to provide us with information about the data base this survey reflects. 

1. Gender:  	Male	Female	Other


2. Ethnicity: 	African American	Asian	Caucasian	Latino/Hispanic
	
	Native American	Pacific Islander	Multiethnic/Multiracial 	Other
	

3. First in your family to attend a college or university?  	Yes	No


4. Did you enter La Verne as a	 freshman or 	transfer student?


5. Did you start La Verne in your   	freshman, 	sophomore, or 	junior year?


6. What is your major at the University of La Verne?   


7. Do you have a double major? 	Yes		No	
			If "Yes," what? 

8. Do you have a minor? 		Yes		No
			If "Yes," what?


9. Have you previously taken a Humanities course at La Verne? 	Yes		No	Don't know
II. Based on your experience in this class at the University of La Verne, please use the following scale to indicate the degree to which you concur with the statements made. Please remember to answer only about your experiences in this particular class. 

5=STRONGLY AGREE     4=AGREE     3=NEITHER AGREE NOR DISAGREE     2=DISAGREE     1=STRONGLY DISAGREE

	AREAS OF ASSESSMENT: 
	RATING SCALE:
 ++          +          0           -         - -

	
1.  Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) of the material were adequately discussed.

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
2.  I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance today, of the material.

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
3.  This class helped me to understand the intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material.

	

5	4	3	2	1

	
4.  In this class I learned how the ideas presented in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

	

5	4	3	2	1

	
5.  This class has helped me to analyze and understand creative works.	

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
6.  In this class I learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
7.  This class helped me to evaluate the quality of the cultural products discussed.

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
8.  Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or appreciate the materials discussed.

	
5	4	3	2	1

	
9.  Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the human condition do not change over  time 
	
5	4	3	2	1

	
10.  Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the human condition do change over time
	
5	4	3	2	1



Appendix #8
Humanities Faculty Feedback Form
Qualitative Comments

1. Please reflect on the ways you incorporate Outcome#1 into your course:
Outcome #1: students should be able to analyze, interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and imaginative creations and the context of their production.
All Comments:
· Students analyze art in museum in the context of historical periods.
· Students analyze drama, music, and dance on the stage and write about it.
· Students read primary sources relating to the periods and trends in the art they are learning.
· Pretty much the basis of this course, which uses mythology of the touchstone to evaluate and understand novels, films, stories, poetry, myth
· The written review assignments of a carefully selected book and film offers the students to critically consider the structure and meaning of each. The students then must express their own vision of these works. Each written assignment is also designed to improve the students English composition skills.
· Term paper, writing, research, analysis on historical and cultural topics
· They had to create a mess media long diary and analyze their preferences, trends, and surprising aspects in a written essay for this assignment
· Analysis is the highest ideal of our course, in which we track the impact of human intellectual creations. A top score here indicates my students understand the core lesson of the class.
· Students learn to interpret complex literary texts and to analyze and appreciate key aspects of form and style. Attention is part of the author’s life and the conditions under which he/she wrote.
· This outcome is the essence of the course on 19th century Europe. The intellectual and artists achievements of the century, as well as (and in relation to) political developments and movements provided the basis for discussion and in the case of the papers, a focus for research
· Students learn literary terms and significant literary movements as they evolved. They are asked to identify terms and show how they are relevant in texts studied. They are asked to write essays giving the history of the evolution of literary forms. 
· The course dealt with issues of

2. Please reflect on the ways you incorporate Outcome#2 into your course:
Outcome #2: Students should be able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns and changes in the human condition.
All Comments:
· Students analyze art in museums over 25,000 years to see how religions and governments view the human condition. They discuss the human condition and its portrayal through art.
· Read a novel and one is almost automatically reflecting on changes in human condition and the enduring nature of values. The pairs of opposites for example in human culture.
· Each written review assignment is an integrated part of the course on a  whole and offers the student the opportunity to reflect on that relationship. The point of the exercise is that the interested student should complete the course with a keener perspective on the human condition.
· To be able to read historical works and documents and place them within proper historical context and make them meaningful to contemporary times
· Students analyze all aspects of mass media in modern society: web, radio, tv, cable, film, books, newspapers, magazines, etc, and relate their person media intake to societal trends
· This is essential for providing context to the analysis. Achieving a high score here, is some ways, can be more challenging-a sophisticated answer deepens the analysis beyond the expected or predictable.
· Students learn how authors working at different times have responded to enduring human concerns such as love, maturity, and the relationship between humanity and nature. Comparison between works shed light on diversity and change in the human condition. 
· Students study how social and cultural conditions contributed to the creation of works studied in the class. I essays they are asked to explain how the texts represent the specific concerns of the societies in which the works were produced. 


3.  Are you satisfied with the humanities learning outcomes as currently written? Why or why not? If you are not satisfied, how would you modify them?
All Comments
· Yes and not. My course is broadly interdisciplinary in the humanities, discussing history, and how religions are incorporated into art history. However, because we focus on the cultural art rather than on written texts, its hard to assess how well the students appreciate the human condition
· They are ok. But in a way everything could be #2 developing, because one is always learning. The grading scale is therefore confusing.
· Yes
· Unnecessary rigid
· Fine but I would merge #3 and #4
· I would perhaps expand on the definition of “human intellectual creations” and “works of cultural production” to show how they interact with a class that focuses people’s actions in changing their social and political climate
· Yes
· Outcomes #3 and #4 are very clear. Outcomes #1 and #2 seem more wordy and somewhat more difficult to assess. I would make #1 and #2 shorter.


4. which areas did you assess for your chosen assignment:
a. student is able to analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations
b. student is able to interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative creations.
c. student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns.
d. student is able to recognize how various works of cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition.
All comments
· All four circled
· All four circled
· All four circled
· All four circled
· A,B, D
· A, B, D
· All four circled
· A, B, C
· All four circled

Table 1. Student Feedback Form Demographic Information. (N=151)
Item									%
1. Gender
	Male								44
	Female							55
	Other								1

2. Ethnicity
	African American						7
	Asian								3
	Caucasian							35
	Latino/Hispanic						35	
	Native American						0
	Pacific Islander						3
	Multiethnic/Multiracial					13
	Other								4

3. First in your family to attend college or university?
	Yes								34
	No								66

4. Did you enter La Verne as a:
	Freshmen							72
	Transfer Student						28

5. Did you start La Verne in your (year):
	Freshman							71
	Sophomore							10
	Junior								19

6. What is your major at the University of La Verne?
	College of Arts & Science					89
	College of Business						11
7. Do you have a double major?
	Yes								5
	No								95			

8. Do you have a minor?
	Yes								18
	No								82

9. Have your previously taken a Humanities course at La Verne?
	Yes								65
	No								27
	Don’t Know							8

Table 2. Means and Standard Deviations for Humanities Student Feedback Form. 5 point-Likert Scale with 1= “Strongly Disagree” and 5= “Strongly Agree”. (N=151)
Item												M			SD
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) of 			4.10			1.00
the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance today, of the material.		4.26			.80

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual history of the ideas 			4.30			.84
expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented in the cultural works 			4.24			.89
discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and understand creative works.			4.22			.99

6. In this class I learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the 				4.20			.96
works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality of the cultural 				4.05			.95
products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or appreciate the 				4.24			1.00
materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the				3.78			1.18
 human condition do not change over time.

10. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the 			4.09			.98
human condition do change over time.

Table 3. Humanities Student Feedback Form Detailed Major Percentages (N=151)
Item									%
Major
	Accounting							1
	Anthropology							4
	Art								1
	Biology							1
	Broadcasting							2
	Business							10
	Chemistry							1
	Communications						4	
	Computer Science						1
	Criminology							6
	Economics							1
	English							17
	History							8
	International Studies						1
	Liberal Studies						8
	Movement Sports Science					6
	Philosophy							1
	Photography							1
	Physics							1
	Political Science						11	
	Prelaw								1
	Psychology							6
	Public Relations						1
	Social Science							1
	Sociology							1
	Spanish							1
	Speech								1
	Theatre							1
	Women’s Studies						1


Table 4. Percentages for “Agree” and “Strongly Agree” on Humanities Student Feedback Form. 5 point-Likert Scale with 1= “Strongly Disagree” and 5= “Strongly Agree”. (N=151)
Item											% Agree		% Strongly Agree	Total
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) of 		38			42			80
the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance today, of the material.	40			45			85

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual history of the ideas 		34			50			84
expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented in the cultural works 		38			47			85
discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and understand creative works.		30			51			81

6. In this class I learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the 			30			49			79
works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality of the cultural 			35			39			74
products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or appreciate the 			28			53			81
materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the			20			38			58
 human condition do not change over time.

10. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the 		28			44			72
human condition do change over time.


Table 5.  Student Feedback Form based on Humanities Assessment Rubric Main Themes Percentages for “Agree” and “Strongly Agree”. (N=151)
Item										% Agree			% Strongly Agree		Total
Main Themes
1. Analyze human intellectual and/or 		
imaginative creations within a given context.
	3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual history of the ideas 		34			50			84
expressed in the material.

	4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented in the cultural works 			38			47			85
discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

	5. This class has helped me to analyze and understand creative works.			30			51			81

2. Interpret, evaluate, and appreciate 		
human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context.
	6. In this class I learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the 			30			49			79
works we discussed.

	7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality of the cultural 				35			39			74
products discusses.

	8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or appreciate the 				28			53			81
materials discussed.

3. Recognize how various works of cultural 	
production illuminate enduring human concerns.		
	2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance today, of the material.		40			45			85

4. Recognize how various works of cultural 	
production illuminate changes in the human condition.
	9. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the			20			38			58
human condition do not change over time.
	10. Through the works we studied, I learned that some aspects of the 			28			44			72
human condition do change over time.



Table 6. Percentages for Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet by Faculty. 4 point Likert scale where 1 = “Undeveloped”, 2 = “Developing”,  3 = “Developed”, & 4 = “Accomplished” (N = 225).
Item						% Undeveloped	% Developing		% Developed		% Accomplished    %NA
Main Themes
1. Analyze human intellectual and/or 	7			18			27			48			0 imaginative creations within a given context. (N=225)

2. Interpret, evaluate, and appreciate 		6			18			42			34			0
human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a given context. (N=225)

3. Recognize how various works of 		8			22			41			29			8
cultural production illuminate enduring human concerns. (N=207)

4. Recognize how various works of 		12			26			40			22			20
	cultural production illuminate changes in the human condition. (N=179)
Total Scores ranged from 2 to 16. (M= 11.06 , SD= 3.45)


Table 7. Means and Standard Deviations for Humanities Assessment Scoring Sheet by Faculty. 4 point Likert scale where 1 = “Undeveloped”, 2 = “Developing”,  3 = “Developed”, & 4 = “Accomplished” (N = 225).
Item												M			SD		
Main Themes
1. Analyze human intellectual and/or imaginative creations within a 			3.15			.96
given context. (N=225)

2. Interpret, evaluate, and appreciate human intellectual and/or imaginative 		3.04			.87
creations within a given context. (N=225)

3. Recognize how various works of 	cultural production illuminate enduring 		2.91			.91
human concerns. (N=207)

4. Recognize how various works of 	cultural production illuminate changes in 		2.73			.94
the human condition. (N=179)




Table 8. Means and Standard Deviation for Student Feedback Form Divided by Majors.
Item						Business		Science		Social Science			Humanities	
						(N=18)		(N=6)			(N=80)			(N=42)
						M	SD		M	SD		M	SD			M	SD	
1. Multicultural aspects 				3.89	1.23		3.80	1.30		4.09	1.00			4.23	.93
(race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the		3.89	.90		4.00	1.00		4.35	.74			4.33	.87
cultural significance today, of the material.

3. This class helped me to understand 		4.00	1.02		4.00	1.00		4.35	.74			4.45	.88
the intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas 		3.89	1.18		4.00	1.00		4.32	.79			4.35	.85
presented in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze		4.16	.85		3.60	1.67		4.20	.95			4.42	.94
 and understand creative works.

6. In this class I learned to interpret 		3.94	.93		3.60	1.67		4.25	.87			4.42	.94
the meaning implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate 		3.77	.87		4.00	1.00		4.15	.91			4.09	.95
the quality of the cultural products discussed.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy 		4.00	1.02		3.60	1.67		4.35	.89			4.33	1.02
and/or appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I 		3.38	1.14		3.40	1.51		3.89	1.16			3.80	1.23
learned that some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.

10. Through the works we studied, I 		3.67	1.23		4.00	1.00		4.06	.99			4.23	.98
learned that some aspects of the human condition do change over time. 


Table 9. Percentages of Agree and Strongly Agree for Participants that are First in their family to attend a University.
Item											First 				       Not the Firs 
											(N=51)				(N=100)
										% Agree		%Strongly Agree		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) 		30		46			41		39
of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance 				34		50			42		42
today, of the material.		

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual 				20		54			41		48
history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented 					30		48			42		46
in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and 					30		50			29		52
understand creative works.			

6. In this class I learned to interpret the 						24		48			33		50
meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality					26		42			39		37
 of the cultural products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or					30		52			27		54
appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that 					12		36			24		39
some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.

10. Through the works we studied, I learned 					22		46			30		43
that some aspects of the human condition do change over time.

Table 10. Percentages of Agree and Strongly Agree for Participants status in entering the University of La Verne (Freshmen or Transfer).
Item											Freshmen		  		Transfer 
											(N=109)				(N=42)
										% Agree		%Strongly Agree		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) 		41		42			29		41
of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance 				40		45			38		45
today, of the material.		

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual 				40		46			19		60
history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented 					40		45			32		51
in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and 					31		48			26		60
understand creative works.			

6. In this class I learned to interpret the 						34		43			21		64
meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality					38		35			26		50
 of the cultural products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or					33		50			17		62
appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that 					20		36			21		43
some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.
	
10. Through the works we studied, I learned 					31		42			19		50
that some aspects of the human condition do change over time.
Table 11. Percentages of Agree and Strongly Agree for Participants who had taken a previous Humanities Course
Item										    Yes		  			  	 No
										(N=96)						(N=40)
								% Agree		%Strongly Agree	Total		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree	Total
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) 			38		41		79		36		49		85
of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance 				44		43		87		26		51		77
today, of the material.		

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual 				28		53		81		49		44		83
history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented 				35		48		83		49		44		93
in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and 					27		57		84		41		36		77
understand creative works.			

6. In this class I learned to interpret the 					23		55		78		44		39		83
meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality				34		41		75		39		33		72
 of the cultural products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or				28		55		83		26		51		77
appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that 				16		40		56		26		36		62
some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.
	
10. Through the works we studied, I learned 					27		44		71		23		49		72
that some aspects of the human condition do change over time.



Table 12. Percentages of Agree and Strongly Agree for the level of entrance of the participants. (Freshmen or Other).
Item									Freshmen		  	 				Other			    									(N=107)							(N=44)
							% Agree		%Strongly Agree		Total		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree	Total
1. Multicultural aspects (race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) 	42		42			84		27		41		68
of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, or the cultural significance 		40		45			85		39		46		75
today, of the material.		

3. The class helped me to understand the intellectual 		42		45			87		16		61		77
history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I learned how the ideas presented 			39		46			85		35		49		84
in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has helped me to analyze and 			31		49			80		27		57		84
understand creative works.			

6. In this class I learned to interpret the 				33		43			77		23		64		87
meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped me to evaluate the quality			38		35			73		27		48		75
 of the cultural products discusses.

8. Through this class I learned to enjoy and/or			31		51			82		21		59		80
appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works we studied, I learned that 			19		38			57		23		39		62
some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.
	
10. Through the works we studied, I learned 			30		43			73		23		48		71
that some aspects of the human condition do change over time.




Table 13. Percentages of Agree and Strongly Agree for Participants status in entering the University of La Verne (Freshmen or Transfer).
Item						Caucasian					Latino						Other	    
						(N=53)					(N=52)					(N=45)
				% Agree		%Strongly Agree	Total		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree	Total		% Agree	                  %Strongly Agree	total
1. Multicultural aspects 		34		42		76		39		43		82		41		41		82
(race, gender, language, sexuality, culture) of the material were adequately discussed.

2. I understand the legacy, 	38		43		81		39		49		88		43		43		86
or the cultural significance today, of the material.		

3. The class helped 		34		47		81		43		43		76		25		60		85
me to understand the intellectual history of the ideas expressed in the material.

4. In this class I 			36		43		79		40		48		88		39		50		89
learned how the ideas presented in the cultural works discussed reflect the times and physical conditions in which they were produced.

5. This class has 			28		49		77		33		53		86		27		52		79
helped me to analyze and understand creative works.			

6. In this class I 			26		49		75		35		45		80		30		55		85
learned to interpret the meanings implicit in the works we discussed.

7. This class helped 		28		42		70		41		37		78		36		39		75
me to evaluate the quality of the cultural products discusses.

8. Through this 			30		51		81		35		47		82		18		64		82
class I learned to enjoy and/or appreciate the materials discussed.

9. Through the works 		21		43		64		14		31		45		27		41		68
we studied, I learned that some aspects of the human condition do not change over time.
	
10. Through the works 		25		49		74		29		43		72		30		41		71
we studied, I learned that some aspects of the human condition do change over time.







Table 14
CSS-2009 College Senior Survey
Humanities
	
				Total			Men			Women		
										
University of La Verne 	Your Inst	Comp 1	Comp 2	Your Inst	Comp 1	Comp 2	Your Inst	Comp 1	Comp 2	
Graduating Seniors		243	5,968	14,679	57	2,448	5,447	186	3,520	9,232	
Humanities courses
 	Very satisfied	24.9%	29.9%	26.1%	17.8%	28.0%	23.9%	27.1%	31.3%	27.4%	
	Satisfied		52.9%	48.3%	49.3%	62.2%	46.1%	46.3%	50.0%	49.9%	51.1%	
	Neutral		19.0%	18.4%	21.0%	20.0%	21.6%	25.2%	18.8%	16.2%	18.6%	
	Dissatisfied	3.2%	2.7%	2.9%	0.0%	3.5%	3.6%	4.2%	2.1%	2.5%	
	Very dissatisfied	0.0%	0.6%	0.7%	0.0%	0.8%	1.0%	0.0%	0.5%	0.5%	
	Total (n)		189	5,689	13,807	45	2,346	5,161	144	3,343	8,646	
	Mean		3.99	4.04	3.97	3.98	3.97	3.89	4.00	4.09	4.02	
	Standard Deviation	0.75	0.80	0.80	0.62	0.84	0.84	0.79	0.77	0.78	
	Significance	-	 	 	-	 	 	-	 	 	
	Effect Size		-	-0.06	0.03	-	0.01	0.11	-	-0.12	-0.03	
Comp 1 = Private and nonsectarian 4 year colleges
Comp 2 = Private, nonsectarian, and religious 4 year colleges
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