#2. Executive Summary: Undergraduate Program Assessment:  Student Outcomes
To be completed by Departments and submitted by the Department Chair to the Assessment Blackboard Site. 
	Department:        Art                                                       Date: 1.19.15

	Members involved with analysis of artifacts: Lynn Soloway, Josh Smith, Don Robson, Seth Boggs, Jim Bockelman

	See #1 Undergraduate Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes for: a) Student Outcome; b) Background; c) Question(s); d) Methodology 

	Analysis of artifacts: 
1). PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - How was data analyzed? (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used). 
GOOD: ARTIST STATEMENT 

The student composes a brief statement that addresses the process, ideas, and potential meaning, as well as, specific decisions and vocabulary found within the art work.

The artist statement indicates evidence of revision and editing; the content is expressed in an unambiguous manner.

There are few errors in spelling, punctuation, and grammar.

NEEDS IMPROVEMENT: ARTIST STATEMENT

The student composes a general statement with little specific explanation of process, ideas, and

potential meaning.

The statement requires significant editing, the content lacks sequence of ideas and clarification of thought.

Evidence of many errors in spelling,  punctuation, and grammar.



 

	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): 
The student composes a brief statement that addresses the process, ideas, and potential meaning, as well as, specific decisions and vocabulary found within the art work.



2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional. 
The faculty found students' design statements, philosophy of art education, and philosophy of art therapy statements to be sufficient, but not composed as artist statements. Students need to spend more time editing their compositions prior to submitting as word over-usage was common.
3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s).
 The faculty determined that students followed what was required of them in regard to their Senior Portfolio Review, but artist statements exhibited a lack of understanding of what an artist stement is and how it should be composed. 


	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: Spring semester 2015
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department) Department faculty shared/will share assessment of each BFA candidate's edited artist statement in individual meetings.


Who were results shared with? (List names):  Department Faculty - Lynn Soloway, Josh Smith, Don Robson, Seth Boggs, and Jim Bockelman and BFA Candidates - Leah Eklof, Jenelle Hallaert, Grace Hollenbeck, Alyssa McAfee, Brandon Ramos, Alison Schuerman, Dane Stahr, and Luke Wohlgemuth


	Discussion of Results –ACTION*-  Summarize your conclusions including: 
1.How will what the department learned from the assessment POTENTIALLY impact the teaching/learning process in your department starting the next academic year? 
     The department will require all BFA candidates to submit an artist statement in addition to a design statement, philosophy of art education, and philosophy of art therapy at their Senior Exit Review. Artist statements will become a requirement of ART 489 - Portfolio which is taken the fall semester of the student's senior year.
2. How will the program POTENTIALLY use the results to improve student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year? 
     Incorporating the development of an artist statement in ART 489 - Portfolio will provide the senior art major and BFA candidate the opportunity to to understand and refine their artist statement prior to their Senior Exit Review equipping them to provide more successful statement to support the work of their BFA thesis. 


	If action is taken – it is recommended that the same plan be used for a second assessment cycle.
FEEDBACK* - Reassess outcomes if ACTION* has been taken. NA


	What assessment questions related to the learning outcome would the program like to investigate in the future? The department would benefit from a second assessment cycle regarding the artist statement  


	

	Submitted by: Don Robson

	Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (date):  2/16/15

	Department Chair notified/additional action needed: na Date posted to Assessment site: 2/16/15


