



Sampling Strategy for Assessments of General Education (Gen Ed) Core Competencies

At some point, many departments will be asked to contribute GenEd learning outcome assessment data in the core competencies (WE, IL etc) as well as content areas of GenEd (Natural Science, Humanities etc). Coupled with ongoing programmatic assessments, learning outcomes assessments will become significant additions to faculty and departmental workloads. This draft is an attempt to develop a reasonable distribution of the burden of GenEd assessments in the core competencies. However, it should be understood that some departments teach significant numbers of GenEd courses and are likely to bear a larger burden than other departments. Also it is important to recognize that Wellness, Multiculturalism, and Oral Communication are covered by a fairly small number of courses whereas WE and IL are covered by a wider range of courses encompassing many disciplines and course levels.

In order to reduce work loads and equitably distribute the work, we propose the following guidelines: 

1) If a particular department shoulders a large burden for one core competency, that department should be spared from providing significant numbers of other GenEd core competency assessments. However, contributions to other assessments are encouraged.

2) Work loads should be reduced by random sampling of large enrollment classes. 

The tables below provide an initial framework for sampling GenEd classes but we expect the list of classes and contributions to change over time. These tables include estimated yearly enrollments for courses that satisfy different core competencies as well as estimates of sample sizes needed for valid statistical analyses. The tables contain numbers from frequently offered GenEd courses. Sporadically offered courses are not included. 

Wellness. Wellness is covered by courses from three departments. Therefore, the efforts of these departments should be devoted primarily to the Wellness GenEd core competency. Estimated yearly enrollments are 2000 students per year and a statistically valid sample size would require approximately 322 students (95% confidence level, confidence interval=5). We suggest a targeted sampling of 350 students per year which would require random sampling of approximately 15-20% of the students enrolled each year. A suggested distribution of this sampling is shown below:

	Wellness courses
	
	
	
	

	Course
	Semester
	Yrly enrollment
	Dept. total
	targeted # of assessments/yr

	HLTH105
	B
	1000
	1000
	150

	HPED060
	B
	500
	500
	100

	RECR105
	B
	300
	 

500
	 

100

	RECR205
	B
	200
	
	


Multicultural. As with Wellness, the MC load resides within few departments and, where possible, these departments should be spared other GenEd assessments.  The estimated yearly enrollments are 2800 which requires a sample size of 338 students (95% confidence level, confidence interval=5).. 

1) The bulk of the load is clearly carried by ANTH, SOCI, HIST and SPEC courses listed in the table below.  We suggest bundling sampling of ANTH w/ SOCI and HIST w/SPEC so that they can alternate years during which they must contribute data.  

2) Since the foreign languages enroll limited numbers of students and tend to contain only MC overlays, we suggest that FREN, SPAN, and GERM courses sample a higher proportion of students (approx 50% of enrolled students). Furthermore, the languages should sample every year.

Note: it would be good to get MC from upper division courses but very few are geared toward non-major populations. Most of these are xxx328 courses with relatively low enrollment and/or sporadic offerings.

	Multiculturalism
	
	
	
	

	Course
	SEM
	EST. YRLY ENROLLMENT
	Dept total
	Target assessments/yr

	ANTH101 Introduction to Anthropology  (course)
	B
	80
	 

240
	 

60

	ANTH102 Cultural Anthropology (course)
	B
	160
	
	

	ENGL220 World Literature (course)
	S
	35
	 

215
	60

	ENGL258 Business Writing (course)
	B
	180
	
	

	FREN101 French 1 (course)
	F
	30
	 

 

 

87
	 

 

 

40

	FREN102 French 2 (course)
	S
	25
	
	

	FREN201 French 3 (course)
	F
	16
	
	

	FREN202 French 4 (course)
	S
	16
	
	

	GERM101 German 1 (course)
	F
	20
	 

 

 

68
	 

 

 

35

	GERM102 German 2 (course)
	S
	20
	
	

	GERM201 German 3 (course)
	F
	14
	
	

	GERM202 German 4 (course)
	S
	14
	
	

	HIST101 World History 1 (course)
	B
	300
	 

 

 

1385
	 

 

 

200

	HIST102 World History 2 (course)
	B
	1000
	
	

	HIST111 Global History 1 (course)
	F
	45
	
	

	HIST112 Global History 2 (course)
	S
	40
	
	

	SOCI101 Introduction to Sociology (course)
	B
	1000
	1000
	150

	SPAN101 Spanish 1 (course)
	F
	100
	 

 

 

330
	 

 

 

50

	SPAN102 Spanish 2 (course)
	S
	80
	
	

	SPAN201 Spanish 3 (course)
	F
	77
	
	

	SPAN202 Spanish 4 (course)
	S
	77
	
	


Year 1: target  395, courses listed from Anth, Engl, Fren, Germ, Soci, Span

Year 2: target 385, courses listed from Engl, Fren, Germ, Hist, Span
Oral Communication.  

This competency can be assessed primarily in SPCH102, EDUC student teaching/practicum, and xxx328 seminars. Estimated yearly enrollment, excluding EDUC, is 910 which requires a sample size of 270 students per year of sampling (95% confidence level, confidence interval=5).

A major  problem with assessing OC is that most students do not take SPCH until junior or senior years. As xxx328 courses are restricted to Jun/Sen students, we cannot effectively sample two cohorts: Fr/So vs. Jun/Sen. Until Fr/So are able to register and take SPCH classes, this will continue to be an issue. For the time being, we suggest accepting this inherent weakness and developing a rotation involving SPCH and xxx328 courses. By focusing on these courses, we should get a cross-section of Jun/Sen students from many disciplines. An issue for discussion is whether EDUC (400 level) could provide useful data. Although the required sample size is 270, we’ve set high sample size targets in anticipation that some of the xxx328 courses will not conduct OC assessments.

	Oral Communication
	
	
	
	

	Course
	SEM
	EST. YRLY ENROLLMENT
	Dept total
	Target assessments/yr

	ANTH328 Social Science Seminar
	varies
	20
	20
	20

	BIOL328
	varies
	40
	40
	20

	GEOS328 Science Seminar:  Geoscience
	varies
	20
	20
	20

	HIST328 Social Science Seminar
	B
	80
	80
	20

	MCOM328 Humanities Seminar
	alt
	20
	20
	20

	POLI328 Social Science Seminar
	F
	20
	20
	20

	PSYC328 Social Science Seminar
	S
	20
	20
	20

	SOCI328 Social Science Seminar
	S
	20
	20
	20

	SPCH102 Fundamentals Public Spk
	B
	400
	670
	250

	SPCH 103
	B 
	170


	
	

	SPCH104 Interpersonal Communication 
	B 
	80
	
	

	SPCH303 Argumentation and Debate
	F
	20
	
	

	
	
	TOTALS
	910
	310


Writing Emphasis and Information Literacy.
Consistent with the WE sampling strategy from 2006-2008, WE and IL should be measured using a statistically significant random sample for the annual average total population of students taking these overlay-designated courses.  The statistically significant sample assuming a confidence level of 95% and a confidence interval of 5 is 328 for WE, and 306 for IL-designated courses, beyond ENGL 100.  Since ENGL 100 functions as a gateway course for the IL overlay, it can be sampled  separately to determine baseline levels for improvement of students in IL courses.  The significant sample size for IL among ENGL100 enrollees is 300.

The last two columns of colored rows indicate a reasonable burden-sharing for each department per year, exclusive of those departments with primary responsibility for other overlays and education, which already employs an NCATE assessment to determine competence in these areas.  For the purposes of determining sample sizes, education was not included.  In order to account for unexpected schedule changes, the targeted WE and IL numbers indicate 45% of total enrollment for each designated class.   

In order to meet sampling demands and reduce faculty workload as much as possible, we suggest that WE and IL  be assessed one semester/year on the following rotating basis:

SP09/FL09

SP11/FL11

SP13/FL13.

	Writing Emphasis and Information Literacy
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Dept.
	Course #
	Sem
	Est WE
	Est IL
	Dept WE/yr
	Dept IL/yr
	Targeted WE/Dept
	Targeted IL/Dept

	
	ART
	301
	S
	15
	15
	15
	15
	7
	7

	
	BIOL
	106
	F
	0
	240
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	BIOL
	107
	S
	190
	190
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	BIOL
	300
	alt
	10
	10
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	BIOL
	405
	altS
	15
	15
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	BIOL
	409
	altS
	22
	22
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	BIOL
	415
	F
	0
	20
	228
	499
	103
	225

	
	CHEM
	301
	altF
	17
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CHEM
	317
	S
	12
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CHEM
	330
	F
	0
	16
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CHEM
	410
	F
	30
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CHEM
	415
	F
	10
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CHEM
	430
	altF
	0
	4
	60
	18
	27
	8

	
	CISC
	220
	F
	19
	19
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	CISC
	306
	F
	22
	22
	41
	41
	18
	 

	
	DANC
	200
	S
	27
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	DANC
	205
	altS
	21
	0
	37
	0
	17
	0

	
	ENGL
	100
	B
	0
	1200
	 
	 
	 
	300

	
	ENGL
	280
	F
	20
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ENGL
	315
	S
	23
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ENGL
	345
	B
	90
	90
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ENGL
	357
	altS
	20
	20
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ENGL
	360
	S
	22
	0
	165
	1310
	74
	45

	
	GEOS
	131
	S
	18
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	GEOS
	415
	altS
	12
	12
	30
	12
	18
	 

	
	JOUR
	190
	S
	70
	70
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	JOUR
	290
	F
	27
	27
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	JOUR
	295
	ALTF
	35
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	JOUR
	305
	ALTF
	30
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	JOUR
	393
	ALTS
	22
	22
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	JOUR
	495
	ALTS
	22
	22
	152
	119
	68
	54

	
	MANG
	475
	B
	48
	48
	48
	48
	22
	22

	
	MATH
	225
	F
	21
	0
	21
	0
	9
	0

	
	PHYS
	171
	F
	16
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PHYS
	315
	F
	12
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PHYS
	431
	B
	4
	4
	32
	4
	14
	2

	
	PSYC
	202
	B
	0
	37
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	204
	B
	22
	22
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	235
	B
	68
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	250
	B
	42
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	313
	B
	22
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	328
	S
	20
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	409
	B
	17
	17
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	PSYC
	499
	B
	7
	0
	198
	76
	89
	34

	
	PYAS
	300
	F
	0
	11
	0
	11
	 
	5

	
	SOCW
	301
	S
	40
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	SOCW
	302
	F
	31
	0
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	SOCW
	412
	F
	35
	35
	106
	35
	48
	16


Reporting of General Education Learning Outcomes


Presently, no real mechanism has been established to ensure that assessment data for General Education learning outcomes are reported, analyzed, and summarized. In order to facilitate this process, we propose the following mechanisms for reporting assessments of GenEd core competencies and content data.

General Education Core Competencies

1) This data should be reported to the chair of the OAC subcommittee in charge of a particular area (WE, IL, OC etc).

2) Data should be extracted using the common, approved rubric for a given area (WE, IL, OC etc).

a. Instructors should enter the student scores into spread sheet templates provided by the subcommittee OR into Waypoint.  The spread sheet will facilitate compilation of the data. 

b. The raw data should not be provided to the OAC subcommittee unless entered into the provided spread sheet.

i. If a dept wishes to report summary data, it should be reported using a copy of the rubric and entering the numbers of students that are competent, outstanding etc in each of the elements of the rubric. 

c. Funds for data entry will be provided by the Office of Planning Assessment.  

3) Training on the rubric will be provided for first time users, upon request for returning users, and for all users when inconsistent results indicate the need for training and/or norming. Training will be performed by members of the appropriate OAC subcommittee.

4) Data analysis will be conducted and yearly reports generated by the subcommittees. 

5) Summaries of results and yearly reports will be disseminated to the Provost, Vice-Presidents, Deans, Office of Planning and Assessment, and faculty participants. The actual data will remain with the department or OAC subcommittee (when communicated to them). 

Content Areas of General Education

1) This data should be analyzed and included in yearly assessment reports from each department.

a. The Office of Planning and Assessment will compile and present results to the OAC.

2)  Data should be reported using the common, approved rubric or assessment tool for a given area (Natural Sciences, Humanities etc).

a. Funds for data entry will be provided by the Office of Planning Assessment.  
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