Philosophy 2009-2010
Assessment Narrative

Throughout the year, our Department continuously assesses whether students are making progress towards stated goals, as well as our program in general.  We accomplish this assessment through a mixture of traditional measures and new measures suggested by the college’s Institutional Effectiveness Office.  Traditional measures include: writing (formal and informal), in-class and take-home exams, oral presentations, classroom discussions, private consultations, group work, student self-assessment, reports from graduate schools, meals and meetings with majors and club members, notes from alum, individual course evaluations, and faculty year end reports and three-year evaluations.  Measures undertaken at the behest of Institutional Effectiveness include the following 4 elements: 

1.  In order to evaluate our second learning goal (“Students will be able to articulate and critically evaluate various philosophical positions through written presentation”), the department developed a rubric to measure Final Papers submitted by senior philosophy majors who were in either the Seminar (PHIL490) or Symposium (PGIL491) as these courses are similar to capstones.  There were 6 Final Papers in all, 3 from the Seminar (Philosophy of Language) and 3 from the Symposium (on John Caputo’s work), where both classes have a clearly defined processes for research paper development.  The results were mixed: 100% of students met or exceeded in the ability to develop an interesting and viable thesis; 83% developed an original or creative thesis; 66% were able to find and incorporate appropriate resources and 83% cited sources appropriately; 83% could introduce elements and thinkers studied in that particular course and 83% introduced elements and thinkers from other courses in the philosophy curriculum; only 66% were capable of using correct grammar and style.  What is more clear through student remarks is that we need to vigorously continue our efforts in these 2 courses (and other upper-level offerings) to teach the process of research and the need for revision.  This need motivated us to develop for the Symposium an separate writing lab (making the course a 4 credit class), and a similar component in the Seminar (where every paper underwent significant peer review).  

2.  We continued to ask seniors to complete an exit survey and attend a luncheon oral exit interview.  We had low participation in these, with only 3 surveys returned out of a possible 9, and 2 of 9 students were interviewed.  The most significant findings were that students did not feel they were getting a sufficient overall historical understanding of the field, and that they felt logic was a helpful course that majors should take early in their career.  We are proud that one of the students will be applying to Masters Programs in Philosophy and the other will be attending Law School in Virginia.  

3. We completed an alignment matrix relating course offerings contribute to Departmental, School, and College Learning Goals.  The result may well be that we revise our Departmental goals to isolate certain skills (for example, oral vs. written) and clarify what is measured (for example, breadth of understanding vs. depth).

4. We conducted an informal assessment of our Annual Lecture.  As this year’s topic was ‘Green Materialism’ and whether humans/subjects are different from and superior to things/objects, there was a large and attentive audience.  We were impressed with the questions our students asked the speaker and with their ability to relate ‘Green Materialism’ to thinkers and views being studied in courses.     

