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1. Overview of the School of Art Outcome assessment Procedures.

As recommended by the 1999 Academic Assessment Task Force, the School of Art employs multiple measures to assess learning outcomes for undergraduate and graduate programs. Over the past decade the School of Art has improved the quality of the educational experience for the student by engaging in an ambitious program of curriculum revision.  The resulting curriculum revisions have brought upper-level courses into parity with peer universities, which has led to a positive effect on student learning.  Current student learning outcomes assessments now provide evidence that the performance of our studio and academic programs are aligned with both the mission of Ohio University and the goals of the school of Art.  

a.
The methods and processes used in undergraduate programs include:
· Portfolio reviews for students entering majors after they have completed the seven required Foundations courses.

· Faculty reviews and studio critiques of individual student’s studio work.

· Visiting artist’s critiques of individual student’s studio works.

· Senior exhibitions as a culminating project under the guidance  and review of School of Art faculty in a particular studio area.

· Individual studio exhibitions during the year with faculty review.

· Course evaluations.

· Written tests, essays and research papers in Art History.

· Applications of learning in practical field experiences in Art Education.

· An extensive “Exit Interview Questionnaire” required from all students before graduation.

b.
The methods and processes used in the graduate program include:
· Extensive portfolio reviews of scholarly and creative works for admittance to programs.

· Faculty reviews and studio critiques of individual student’s studio works.

· Visiting artist’s critiques of individual student’s studio works.

· Written tests, essays and research papers in Art History.

· Course evaluations in all courses

· Individual exhibitions and Thesis Exhibition that is defended before their advisor and Thesis Committee.

· Scholarly and Studio Thesis under the supervision of a Thesis Director and Thesis Committee members.

2.
Summary of changes to procedures and/or curriculum based on assessment activities.
a. Assessment methods and processes are constantly reviewed and revised as needed to insure that all students receive maximum benefit from learning experiences in the School of Art.

b. Course evaluations continue to be under review in order to provide more in-depth feedback concerning learning outcomes and to insure consistency with the Senior Exit Questionnaire.

c. Internal reviews are conducted by individual program area faculty on a continuous basis

d. The curriculum committee has been active in clearing out old courses helping in the process of shaping the programs in the School of Art to fit our mission and goals.

e. The School of Art faculty meet in the fall to establish better communication and team-work.  A new mission statement and goals were developed and adopted by the school.

3.
A synopsis of the quality of outcomes.

With the help of an 1804 Grant in 1994, the School of Art was able to develop and implement a comprehensive Foundations Program that has dramatically improved the quality of the student’s preparedness for entering into their chosen major.  The outcomes have provided evidence that the student who completes the Foundations program of required courses is far better equipped with the physical skills and the critical thinking abilities they need to thrive in upper level courses.  An internal faculty review of the Foundations program was completed in the 1999 – 00 academic year and one course was combined with another to create a total of 7 required Foundations courses instead of eight.  Continual adjustments to the upper level curriculum are made each year to provide students with the highest quality learning experiences.  The Curriculum Committee works to insure that catalogs are clear, understandable and consistent with other published information.  The Curriculum Committee created Check-Sheets for the DARS for faculty advisors, for all majors in the School of Art, to facilitate student progress toward matriculation and thus improve graduation rates.

4. Description of changes in the School of Art’s assessment goals or objectives resulting from the assessment.

Three years ago the School of Art developed an Exit Evaluation Questionnaire, tailored to address the specific experiences of the Art Studio major, the Art History major and the Art Education major.  The resulting answers have provided an important means for tracking the value, perceived by the student, of their education. The results have demonstrated that the School of Art has made significant improvements in our ability to deliver the high quality learning we intend the student to achieve. Another indication of how well the faculty is doing as educators is to see that, in the 1999 – 2000 academic year, it was documented that students gave the faculty a rating of 100% satisfaction in the ‘advising’ they received. Other evidence of our improvement is to be seen in the greater number of students being accepted into the more prestigious graduate schools in art, including Yale University, UCLA and the Maryland Institute, College of Art. At the present time we are considering the merits of being accredited by the National Association of Schools of Art and Design.  In 1999 – 2000 we had a consultant come to the School of Art to assess our program and his recommendation was that we would easily be accredited.  Accreditation by NASAD would assure the quality of our outside reviewers and provide data on Peer institutions that would help us achieve our goal to be one of the top schools of art in the nation. 
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