
 

 

Assessments Report  2017-2018 
 
We elected to reassess Critical Thinking and Problem Solving this academic year.  This year we 
tweaked the questions and continued the SAC recommendation to ask faculty to provide images 
more relevant to their course content. 
 
The questions were the same for all images: 
 
1) What is the story here? 
2) Identify one visual or design element  
3) How does this visual or design element reinforce or contradict your sense of story? 
 
10 classes participated for a total of 143 artifacts.  
 
A rubric was developed for evaluating the responses as follows: 
 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

1) what is the story 
here? 

student tells a story 
related to image 

student tells a story 
unrelated to image 

student tells no story 

2) Identify ONE visual 
element or design 
element 

student identifies one 
visual or design element 

student identifies up to 
three elements 

student identifies more 
than three or none 

3) How does this visual 
element reinforce or 
contradict your sense of 
story?  

student is able to 
connect form to content 
using specific examples 
OR finds a contradiction 
between story and form 
which then changes the 
narrative 

student makes some 
connections between 
form and content while 
ignoring other 
problematic 
contradictions 

student cannot connect 
form to content; either 
they are unrelated or 
separate. 

 
 
Faculty met at Winter Sac off -campus meeting and 1) “norming” exercises were conducted for 
readers and 2) responses were tallied. 
 
Responses: 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

2017-2018 36% 24% 39% 

2016-2017 42% 29% 27% 

 
 

For data analysis and discussion, see the final assessment report. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Assessments Report  2016-2017 
 
We elected to reassess Critical Thinking and Problem Solving this academic year.  In the past 
this was assessed twice and both times the image for analysis was standardized.  Many faculty 
felt that a standardized image presented relevance issues to their individual media disciplines 
(why should ceramics or photography students analyze a painting?).  This year we tweaked the 
questions slightly, but more significantly, the SACC voted to ask faculty to provide images more 
relevant to their course content. 
 
The questions were the same for all images: 
 
1) what is the story here? 
2) Identify one visual or design element  
3) How does this visual or design element reinforce or contradict your sense of story? 
 
Eight classes participated in this study for a total of 126 artifacts.  
 
A rubric was developed for evaluating the responses as follows: 
 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

1) what is the story 
here? 

student tells a story 
related to image 

student tells a story 
unrelated to image 

student tells no story 

2) Identify ONE visual 
element or design 
element 

student identifies one 
visual or design element 

student identifies up to 
three elements 

student identifies more 
than three or none 

3) How does this visual 
element reinforce or 
contradict your sense of 
story?  

student is able to 
connect form to content 
using specific examples 
OR finds a contradiction 
between story and form 
which then changes the 
narrative 

student makes soem 
connections between 
form and content while 
ignoring other 
problematic 
contradictions 

student cannot connect 
form to content; either 
they are unrelated or 
separate. 

 
 
Faculty met at Winter Sac off -campus meeting and 1) “norming” exercises were conducted for 
readers and 2) responses were tallied. 
 
Responses: 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

1) what is the story 
here? 

75 32 18 

2) Identify ONE visual 
element or design 
element 

72 42 5 



 

 

3) How does this visual 
element reinforce or 
contradict your sense of 
story?  

53 
 
42% 

37 
 
29% 

34 
 
27% 

 
 
Context: We assessed this same issue in 2014-2015 using a standard image. Results were as 
follows: only tally #3 because it gives us the clearest sense of whether students can connect 
form to content. 1 and 2 are only preludes to these data: 

 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

3) How does this visual 
element reinforce or 
contradict your sense of 
story?  

11 
 
13% 

43 
 
51% 

30 
 
36% 

 
 

And in 2013-2013: 

 

 exceeds=2 meets=1 does not meet=0 

3) How does this visual 
element reinforce or 
contradict your sense of 
story?  

8 
 
 
12% 

23 
 
 
33% 

38 
 
 
55% 

 

Comparing these data, it one might conclude we have done better job this time.  What other 

conclusions can we draw from these data? 

 

1) Instructor choice of imagery and greater relevance to course content is key. 

 

2) Non- standardized imagery within standardized rubric is key. 

 

3) Art assessment requires a subtler approach— media cannot be accurately assessed by one size 

fits all.  We are teaching our students to appreciate context and media, so our assessments need 

to reflect this awareness.   

 

4) What other conclusions might you add to this to be highlighted in our report? 

 

5) How could you take these conclusions to help modify the teaching of your courses? 

 

 

6) Plan for 2017-2018: reassess CT&PS and also others.  In our multi-year plan we were 

supposed to access Professional Competence this year and did not.  We should bump this to next 

year. 

 


