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Student Learning Outcomes 
 
SLO1. Students can demonstrate factual knowledge of the emergence and development of a set 
of ideas, an artistic form or medium, or a religious, philosophical, or artistic tradition.  
 
SLO2. Students will be able to apply methodological approaches of at least two academic 
disciplines in the humanities.  
 
SLO3.   Students will demonstrate the ability to perform close analysis of  or assess a given 
cultural artifact with reference to  standards appropriate to the medium, cultural origin and time 
period of the work.  
 
SLO4a.   Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive written presentations. 
SLO4b. Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive oral presentations. 

 
SLO5.  Students will be able to read and comprehend beginning or intermediate level prose in 
the foreign language. 
 
Learning Outcome(s) Assessed in AY 2007-08:  
SLO4a.   Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive written presentations. 
SLO4b. Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive oral presentations. 

 
Assessment Results: 
Student 
Learning 
Outcome 

Sample 
and 
Sample 
Size 

Measure Percent of  
ALL 
Students 
Achieving 
benchmark 

Percent of 
majors 
achieving 
benchmark 

4a: writing All 
majors 
(2) in 
HUMN 
400 out 
of a class 
of 13 

Embedded assessment: rubric applied to 
final seminar paper 

76.9% (10  
out of 13) 

50% (1 out 
of 2) 

4b: oral 
presentations 

All 
majors 
(9) in 
HUMN 
220 out 
of a class 
of 19 

Embedded assessment: rubric applied to 
oral presentation 

84.2% (16 
out of 19) 

 88.8% (8 
out of 9) 
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Analysis / Interpretation of Results 
 
The results of each SLO were reported to the Humanities program faculty at a series of two 
program assessment meetings, during which we discussed what the outcomes told us about the 
strengths and weaknesses of the program and explored ways we might improve student learning 
based on the data from these assessment.  Below, each SLO is discussed individually. 

 
Our evaluation of SLO 4a is obviously hampered by the small sample size of humanities majors 
taking the seminar in the semester it was assessed.  We selected the seminar as a class to assess 
because it is a writing proficiency course and an upper-level course, so we hoped it would give 
us an idea of how graduating seniors were performing with respect to writing.  Based on this 
admittedly small sample, our students are not performing as well as we would like; only one of 
the two students met our benchmark for writing. These two students may not be representative of 
the 20 humanities majors in the program. Nevertheless, the fact that not all our majors are 
performing well in writing suggests that we need to pay more attention to this SLO. Some 
actions the program will be taking in this regard are discussed under number 8, below. 
 
Our evaluation of SLO 4b indicates, by contrast, that humanities students are performing well in 
the area of oral presentation skills; not only did the majority of students meet or exceed the 
benchmark for oral presentations, but as a group they performed better, on average, than the rest 
of their classmates.  At our departmental assessment meeting, we agreed that we are doing well 
in this SLO but we will continue to emphasize the importance of students developing oral 
presentation skills in our classes, and when we assess this SLO in the future we plan to look at 
classes at several different levels (intermediate and advanced). 

 
 

Assessment Data Summaries (Details that elaborate on item 6, above.) 
 

SLO 4a: 
Two Humanities students taking the joint Religious Studies/Humanities seminar were assessed 
using the “Rubric for Evaluating Writing.” On a 4 point scale measuring writing, the students 
scored a 2 and a 3.  It was determined by faculty evaluating the SLO that a 3 was an acceptable 
score.  Therefore, half of the students did not achieve an acceptable score.    
 
SLO 4b: 
The scoring was based on the “Analytic Rubric for Grading Oral Presentations.” 30% of the class 
(3 students) performed very well (score of 27-30).  Four of nine did a satisfactory but not 
outstanding job (score of 26-23).  One students performed at a just satisfactory level (score of 
22-20).   One student did not complete the assignment (score of 0). 
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Assessment Methodology Used: 
SLO 4b, “Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive oral presentations” was 
assessed in HUMN 220 using an embedded assessment. This class requires an oral presentation, 
and the instructor used a rubric that assessed each presentation on a 30 point scale on the basis of 
organization, content, and delivery. Scores above a 20 (out of 30) were considered satisfactory.  
The sample size of all students was 19; the sample size of humanities majors was 9. 
 
SLO 4a, “Students can make clear, well organized, and substantive written presentations,” was 
assessed in HUMN 400 (the senior seminar) using an embedded assessment. The final seminar 
paper was scored using a 4-point rubric that examined factors such as structure, organization, 
thesis, and tone. The sample size of all students was 13; the sample size of humanities majors 
was 2. Scores above a 3 were considered satisfactory. The papers were scored by two faculty 
members, neither of whom was the instructor for the class. Inter-reader reliability was good, as 
the writing scores from each reviewer were within .5 of each other, and both assessors gave the 
two humanities majors the same scores on their papers. 
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