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Assessment Qutcomes

In assessing the major, the English department has identified three learning outcomes:

*  Students will develop critical thinking and analytical skills through the evaluation of literature, the synthesis of
ideas, the mastery of concepts, and the application of literary criticism and theory.
Students will develop communication skills, in particular, the skills necessary to communicate in writing.
Students will develop cultural, historical, and discipline specific knowledge.

We measure all three outcomes directly by evaluating students’ writing, looking for evidence of the following traits:

1. Thesis/Focus: Consistent focus and purpose throughout, signs of originality, creativity, and a theoretical
perspective
Evidence: Fully developed work that employs primary and secondary sources, including relevant scholarly texts
Analysis/Critical Thought: Fully developed analysis, employing a theoretical frame
Structure: Purposeful development and arrangement of the composition, including smooth, logical transitions
Correctness: Essentially error-free writing demonstrating control of grammar, mechanics, and usage
Style: Varied sentences that exhibit both clarity and complexity; efficient and elegant language use, including
appropriate diction
(See the Portfolio Rubric for details.)

SN

Reader’s Scoring

Scale: “1” no evidence; “2” weak evidence; “3” adequate evidence, “4” good evidence, and “5” superior evidence

1. The writing in this portfolio evidences the traits (1-6 above) that the department expects in papers produced by its
majors. (See the Portfolio Rubric for details.)
1 2 3 4 5
The following writing traits are in evidence:

2. The student’s papers demonstrate the analytical skills that the department expects from those who progress through the
major.

1 2 3 4 5

3. The student’s discipline-specific knowledge (i.e., literature, writing, and film studies) is exemplified by the papers in the
portfolio.
1 2 3 4 5

4. The instructor’s comments on the papers and the response sheets are helpful and/or appropriate.
1 2 3 4 5

Reader’s Comments:



Please use this rubric as
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a guide when evaluating the writing in senior portfolios and when completing the

Portfolio Response Sheet. It is a holistic rubric based on a 5-point scale with the scores corresponding to
the traits and qualities listed beside the score. Any single paper will exhibit a range of traits, so in
assigning a score you should evaluate the entire work, taking into consideration its strengths and

weaknesses.

Possible Scores

Writing Traits and Qualities

A score of “1” indicates a
very weak paper
containing many of the
traits listed to the right.

Thesis/Focus: No unifying idea/thesis, no originality, no theoretical perspective
[Evidence: Little supporting evidence, weak or inappropriate sources
IAnalysis/Critical Thought: Little analysis/critical thought, no theoretical perspective
Structure: No or little discernible structure

Correctness: Numerous errors

Style: Awkward sentences and inaccurate word choice

A score of “2” indicates a
weak paper containing
many of the traits listed to
the right.

Thesis/Focus: Unifying idea or thesis exists but focus wanders, inconsistent theoretical
perspective and little originality

[Evidence: Sources, appropriate and inappropriate, employed but not accurately
lAnalysis/Critical Thought: Superficial analysis, lacking critical thought or theoretical
insight

Structure: Weak or confusing paragraph structure, poor transitions

Correctness: Common and regular errors in grammar, syntax, and punctuation

Style: Simple repetitive sentences or complex confusing ones, some diction problems

A score of “3” indicates
an adequate paper
containing many of the
traits listed to the right.

Thesis/Focus: Unifying idea or thesis evident but not original or theoretically grounded
[Evidence: Supporting evidence exists but not fully utilized or appropriate
/Analysis/Critical Thought: Analysis evident but not developed fully or theoretically
consistent

Structure: Focused paragraphs with transitions

Correctness: Few errors

Style: Predictable diction, competent sentences

A score of “4” indicates a
solid paper containing
many of the traits listed to
the right.

Thesis/Focus: Consistent focus and purpose throughout, some originality and theoretical
sophistication

IEvidence: Good development and integration of evidence using appropriate sources
/Analysis/Critical Thought: Analysis developed with some theoretical grounding
Structure: Consistent focus, smooth logical transitions, and unified paragraphs
Correctness: Essentially free of errors in mechanics and grammar

Style: Some sentence and word variety

A score of “5” indicates a
strong paper containing
many of the traits listed to
the right.

Thesis/Focus: Consistent focus and purpose throughout; originality and creativity
evident; strong theoretical perspective

IEvidence: Fully developed argument employing superior sources

\Analysis/Critical Thought: Analysis fully developed, employing a strong theoretical
frame

Structure: Purposeful development and arrangement of the composition, including
smooth, logical transitions

Correctness: Essentially free of errors in mechanics, grammar, and usage

Style: Particularly clear command of language, exhibiting clarity, complexity, and

excellent word choice.
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This response sheet is intended as a holistic guide. Any single paper exhibits a range of traits and qualities.
The six traits listed are described in detail on the Portfolio Rubric and the Portfolio Response Sheet. Refer to these
documents for further information.

A completed response sheet should be attached to your final 308 and 490 papers. These final papers, plus another
graded paper from your concentration, should then be placed in your Senior Portfolio. The Senior Portfolio will be
submitted to your instructor at the end of the Senior Seminar. (See the department web site for details.)

I. Thesis/Focus

Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong
I1. Evidence

Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong

II1. Analysis/Critical Thought

Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong
IV. Structure

Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong

V. Correctness

Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong
VI. Style
Needs Improvement Acceptable Strong

Written Comment:



