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In Fall 2017, the Comp/Lit SAC voted not to assess student work for AY 2017-2018 because we 
lacked the funding we've had in the past to support PT faculty participation in annual 
assessment work.  Without PT faculty participation, we could not conduct a meaningful 
assessment.  Additionally, our reasons for not assessing student work include: 1) we are in the 
midst of revising our entire sequence of Writing CCOGs/outcomes (which required the 
committee’s full attention), and 2) assessing student work based on outcomes that we are 
replacing would also not produce meaningful results.  
 
As detailed in previous LAC reports, beginning in AY 2012-2013, the Comp/Lit SAC has been 
engaged in a 6-year long-term plan to revise its program, including course outcomes associated 
with our core writing sequence: WR 115, WR 121, and WR 122.  We have devoted two years to 
the study of each course: the first year (of each 2-year “cycle”), we engaged in exploratory 
study, collecting data such as faculty surveys, faculty syllabi, and institutional information, to 
inform our thinking and discussions about the course and to generate a substantive rubric.  The 
second year, we collected sample student work and conducted robust assessment using our 
rubric, reporting out the results of our assessment to the SAC.  This work, combined with 
discussions in SAC meetings, resulted in our readiness in Year 6 of our long-term plan to draft a 
new set of outcomes for these courses.  
 
Following last year’s report, the Assessment Committee (AC) drafted outcomes for WR 115, WR 
121, and WR 122.  These were presented at Fall in-service 2017, where faculty were provided 
the opportunity to discuss and provide written feedback.  The AC discussed and synthesized 
this feedback and developed a new set of outcomes which was then distributed via campus 
reps to all Comp/Lit faculty in Winter term, 2018.  Campus reps held listening sessions that 
faculty could attend to provide further feedback.  Other faculty provided feedback via email or 
directly on drafts that had been distributed in mailboxes.  This feedback was taken into 
consideration by the AC co-chairs and informed another set of revisions that was shared with 
and approved by the AC for presentation at our Spring in-service meeting.  
 
At Spring in-service, faculty were invited to speak first about any concerns regarding the 
outcomes, and then to speak in favor of them.  Overwhelmingly, the SAC agreed that the 
outcomes were an improvement to the current outcomes and represented well the collective 
work that we have done over the past 6 years.  
 
The SAC voted to approve the revised outcomes, and we will be working to approve entire 
CCOGs for these three courses in fall 2018.  Additionally, we plan to revisit the outcomes for 
WR 222 and WR 227 as we complete the revision of our program. 


