CORE COURSE ASSESSMENT – WRITING – MAY 21, 2010

Method:  Assessment was carried out using final paper assignments for 20 students.  Five papers were assessed from each of four core area courses. The papers were anonymous, with numbers assigned from 1 – 20 as shown in the table below.

	Course Number
	Course Name
	Student Papers

	ENGL 210
	Women in Literature
	1 - 5

	HIST 201
	West and the World I
	6 - 10

	ENGL 374
	Asian American Literature
	11 - 15

	ENGL 310
	English Renaissance Lit.
	16 - 20


Assessors were Bruce Eelman from the History Department, Fr. Linh Hoang from the Religious Studies Department, and Lisa Nevarez from the English Department. Assessment was done using the rubric attached.  There were five categories.

CONTEXT OF AND PURPOSE FOR WRITING
CONTENT DEVELOPMENT
GENRE AND DISCIPLINARY CONVENTIONS
SOURCES AND EVIDENCE
CONTROL OF SYNTAX AND MECHANICS
Student papers were read by all three assessors.  Consensus was reached for each paper.  

Results:   The table below shows the assessed quality of the work in each of the four categories for all 20 papers. 
	
	CONTEXT/PURPOSE FOR
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	CONTENT DEVELOPMENT
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	SOURCES AND EVIDENCE
	CONTROL OF SYNTAX AND MECHANICS 
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The percentages meeting or exceeding the required standards for each category are shown below.

	CATEGORY
	CONTEXT
	CONTENT
	GENRE
	SOURCES
	SYNTAX

	PERCENTAGE
	60%
	65%
	55%
	60%
	65%


Attachments:
The rubric used




The 20 papers.

Writing Rubric for Core Courses at Siena College
	OBJECTIVES
	Does not meet standards
	Meets standards
	Exceeds standards
	Score

	Context of and purpose for writing

Includes considerations of audience, purpose, and the circumstances surrounding the writing task.
	Minimal attention to context, audience, purpose, and to the assigned task.


	Adequate consideration of context, audience, and purpose and a clear focus on the assigned task.
	Thorough understanding of context, audience, and purpose that is responsive to the assigned task.
	

	Content development


	Does not use appropriate and relevant content to develop ideas in most of work.
	Uses appropriate and relevant content to develop and explore ideas through most of the work.
	Uses appropriate, relevant, and compelling content to explore ideas within the context of the discipline and the whole work.  Illustrates mastery of the subject.
	

	Genre and disciplinary conventions

Formal and informal rules inherent in the expectations for writing in particular forms and/or academic fields.
	Does not use a consistent system for basic organization and presentation.
	Follows expectations appropriate to a specific discipline and/or writing task for basic organization, content and presentation.
	Consistent use of important conventions particular to a specific discipline and/or writing tasks, including organization, content, presentation, and stylistic choices.
	

	Sources and evidence
	Inadequate use sources to support ideas.
	Uses credible and/or relevant sources to support ideas that are appropriate for the discipline and genre of the writing.
	Consistent use of credible, relevant sources to support ideas that is appropriate for the discipline and genre of the writing.
	

	Control of syntax and mechanics
	Language or errors in usage impede meaning.
	Language conveys meaning to readers with clarity.  Adequate use of mechanics.


	Graceful language conveys meaning to readers.  Writing is error-free.
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