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A	
  Process	
  for	
  Assessing	
  Wri/ng	
  
and	
  Cri/cal	
  Thinking	
  

1	
  

The	
  intent	
  of	
  the	
  system	
  is	
  to	
  allow	
  for:	
  

 Assessment	
  of	
  the	
  wri/ng	
  and	
  cri/cal	
  
thinking	
  General	
  Educa/on	
  goals	
  
 Department	
  assessment	
  of	
  wri/ng	
  (op/onal)	
  
 Documenta/on	
  of	
  wri/ng	
  within	
  the	
  major	
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Overview:	
  

 English	
  composi/on	
  coordinators	
  designate	
  
essay	
  to	
  store	
  from	
  ENGL	
  1551	
  
 Departments	
  designate	
  three	
  wri/ng	
  
assignments	
  to	
  store	
  from	
  courses	
  in	
  the	
  
major	
  (1,200	
  to	
  4,000	
  words	
  each)	
  
 Students	
  upload	
  wri/ng	
  samples	
  into	
  
Repository	
  of	
  Assessment	
  Documents	
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Overview	
  cont.:	
  

 General	
  Educa/on	
  Assessment	
  
 Wri/ng	
  samples	
  of	
  300	
  randomly	
  drawn	
  
students	
  evaluated	
  annually	
  
 Rubric	
  selected	
  by	
  English	
  Composi/on	
  
Coordinators	
  and	
  a	
  member	
  of	
  the	
  
Department	
  of	
  Philosophy	
  and	
  Religious	
  
Studies	
  
 Administra/on	
  of	
  evalua/ons	
  paRerned	
  
aSer	
  English	
  placement	
  exam	
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Overview	
  cont.:	
  

 General	
  Educa/on	
  Assessment,	
  cont.	
  
 Results	
  of	
  rubric	
  scores	
  summarized	
  by	
  
the	
  General	
  Educa/on	
  Coordinator	
  
 Research	
  ques/ons:	
  

 Were	
  scores	
  high	
  or	
  low	
  for	
  specific	
  
aspects	
  of	
  the	
  wri/ng?	
  
 Did	
  wri/ng	
  improve	
  over	
  the	
  student’s	
  
academic	
  career?	
  
 Is	
  the	
  overall	
  level	
  of	
  wri/ng	
  improving	
  
or	
  declining	
  over	
  /me?	
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Overview	
  cont.:	
  

 Department	
  Assessment	
  (op/onal)	
  
 Department	
  determines	
  frequency	
  of	
  
assessment	
  
 Content-­‐specific	
  rubrics	
  developed	
  by	
  
department	
  faculty	
  
 Department	
  faculty	
  evaluate	
  wri/ng	
  
samples	
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Overview	
  cont.:	
  

 Documenta/on	
  of	
  wri/ng	
  in	
  the	
  major:	
  
General	
  Educa/on	
  Coordinator	
  checks	
  
whether	
  gradua/ng	
  seniors	
  have	
  submiRed	
  
the	
  four	
  wri/ng	
  samples	
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Uploading	
  Files	
  

Instructor	
  tells	
  student	
  to	
  submit	
  
document	
  via	
  a	
  page	
  in	
  Banner	
  

Computer	
  Services:	
  Salem	
  Alemaishat,	
  Doug	
  Sewell	
  and	
  Robert	
  Forchione	
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Banner	
  e-­‐mails	
  instructor	
  that	
  file	
  was	
  uploaded	
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Drawing	
  
Samples	
  

Samples	
  of	
  300	
  drawn	
  
annually	
  for	
  university-­‐
wide	
  assessment	
  

Programs	
  could	
  choose	
  all	
  
recently	
  graduated	
  majors	
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Evalua/on	
  
757363_1.docx	
  

757363_2.docx	
  

757363_3.docx	
  

757363_4.docx	
  

304532_1.docx	
  

304532_2.docx	
  

1.	
  Evaluator	
  receives	
  list	
  of	
  files	
  in	
  the	
  sample	
  	
  

2.	
  Evaluator	
  opens	
  files	
  on	
  server,	
  evaluates	
  files	
  
using	
  standardized	
  rubric	
  for	
  general	
  educa/on	
  
assessment;	
  departments	
  op/onally	
  create	
  their	
  
own	
  rubrics	
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Store	
  Rubric	
  Scores	
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Generate	
  Summary	
  Reports	
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Frequently	
  Asked	
  Ques/ons	
  
Could	
  the	
  General	
  Educa0on	
  Assessment	
  be	
  
used	
  to	
  evaluate	
  individual	
  faculty	
  or	
  
departments?	
  

No.	
  Given	
  that	
  the	
  sample	
  size	
  is	
  so	
  small	
  
rela/ve	
  to	
  the	
  en/re	
  popula/on	
  there	
  would	
  
not	
  be	
  sufficient	
  data	
  to	
  evaluate	
  individual	
  
faculty	
  or	
  programs.	
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Frequently	
  Asked	
  Ques/ons,	
  cont.	
  
What	
  about	
  student	
  privacy?	
  

Students	
  will	
  be	
  encouraged	
  to	
  remove	
  
iden/fying	
  informa/on	
  (including	
  the	
  
instructor’s	
  name)	
  prior	
  to	
  uploading	
  the	
  file.	
  
The	
  student	
  will	
  be	
  iden/fied	
  using	
  a	
  number	
  
generated	
  internally	
  by	
  Banner	
  so	
  only	
  staff	
  
members	
  of	
  the	
  computer	
  center	
  could	
  
iden/fy	
  the	
  author	
  of	
  the	
  paper.	
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Frequently	
  Asked	
  Ques/ons,	
  cont.	
  
What	
  happened	
  to	
  e-­‐por=olios?	
  

An	
  e-­‐porholio	
  system	
  would	
  be	
  much	
  more	
  
expensive	
  and	
  take	
  longer	
  to	
  implement	
  
campus-­‐wide.	
  Schools	
  using	
  an	
  e-­‐porholio	
  
system	
  will	
  con/nue	
  to	
  do	
  so	
  	
  (College	
  of	
  
Educa/on	
  and	
  TaskStream)	
  in	
  addi/on	
  to	
  
par/cipa/ng	
  in	
  the	
  assessment	
  repository.	
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