
Program-Level Assessment: Annual Report

Program Name (no acronyms):  Studio Art Department:  Fine & Performing Art

Degree or Certificate Level: BA College/School: College of Arts & Sciences

Date (Month/Year): August, 2021 Assessment Contact: Nila Petty

In what year was the data upon which this report is based collected? Fall 2020 – Spring 2021

In what year was the program’s assessment plan most recently reviewed/updated? 2016, and feedback in 2020

1. Student Learning Outcomes
Which of the program’s student learning outcomes were assessed in this annual assessment cycle? (Please list the
full, complete learning outcome statements and not just numbers, e.g., Outcomes 1 and 2.)

Students will practice creating work in multiple media.
Students will demonstrate an awareness of a variety of artistic intentions.
Students will create art with intentional content.
Students will demonstrate the ability to create artwork independently.

2. Assessment Methods: Artifacts of Student Learning
Which artifacts of student learning were used to determine if students achieved the outcome(s)? Please describe
and identify the course(s) in which these artifacts were collected. Clarify if any such courses were offered a) online,
b) at the Madrid campus, or c) at any other off-campus location.

Portfolio reviews are conducted at the end of Sophomore Seminar and Senior Seminar. Rubric
scores from reviews are averaged and compared. Portfolio images are kept on file. Studio Art
faculty meet with the students for each student to present and discuss their portfolio of artwork. We
did the meetings by Zoom for Fall 2020 and Spring 2021. Faculty complete a rubric for each
student.

We keep records of numbers of majors submitting work to student exhibitions each semester and
compare the number accepted versus submitted for majors and minors. Student shows were
virtual, online in a virtual gallery, for 2020-2021. Acceptance of work to be exhibited is indicative of
quality and the presentation of the artwork. It also demonstrates participation in the Studio Art
program.

For Fall 2020, 20 students submitted work. This was an unusually low number due to the
pandemic, to everything being online and virtual. Therefore, we accepted all the entries.
For Spring 2021, there were 75 entries and 36 accepted. David Brinker, Director of MOCRA, was
the guest juror.

(Madrid does not offer a major in Studio Art, so we have not been collecting portfolio review data
from their program for our major.)

3. Assessment Methods: Evaluation Process
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Portfolio review rubrics are working well and the adjustment of removing the .5 scoring option should
make the data clearer and more direct. Freshmen, Sophomore, and Senior Seminars are working
well.

We are discussing an adjustment to our curriculum, simplifying the foundation-level sequence and
allowing more room for students to explore other media or take an additional course in their chosen
medium.

6. Closing the Loop: Dissemination and Use of Current Assessment Findings
A. When and how did your program faculty share and discuss these results and findings from this cycle of

assessment?

Studio Art faculty discuss student portfolios after our portfolio review meetings with the
students. Scoring results are tallied and shared to all faculty, along with feedback comments,
which are also shared with the individual students. We discuss results and findings during our
faculty meetings.

B. How specifically have you decided to use these findings to improve teaching and learning in your program? For
example, perhaps you’ve initiated one or more of the following:
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