Humanities Honors Program

Learning Outcome:
GELO1A: Students will be able to effectively express ideas and information to others through
written communication.

Outcome Measure:
HON3050

Humanities Honors Portfolio and Integrative Essay

Portfolio: Select 7-12 written assignments in Humanities Honors Courses that represent your
best work and provide the basis for your integrative essay.

Integrative Essay: Write a 5-7 page essay that integrates various strands of insight into your
personal, spiritual, and intellectual growth.

Criteria for Success:

90% of students completing the Humanities Honors Program will reach Level 3 or higher as
directed in the Boston University Assessment Rubric for General Studies — "Written and Oral
Communication."

Longitudinal Data:

Percentage of Level 3 or Higher
SPRING 2022 —95%

Conclusions Drawn from Data:

It appears that the Program has met the criteria for success. It’s important to note, however,
that the sample size this year is very small (3) due to many students having left PLNU or the
Program. These students entered right after the Covid lockdown was lifted and without
guestion manifest numerous effects social, academic, and psychological effects of the
pandemic.

Changes to Be Made Based on Data:
No change suggested at this time.




College of General Studies

Assessment Rubrlc

Level 3;
& Competent

e
Den 1 to and
successful execution of a wide range of
conventions particular to a specific discipline
and/or writing task (including organization,
content, presentation, formatting, and stylistic
| choices); uses graceful language that
skillfully communicates meaning to readers
with clarity and fluency, and is virtually error
free.

Demonstrates consistent use of
important conventions particular
to a specific discipline and/or
writing task; uses
straightforward language that
generally conveys meaning to
readers. The language in the
portfolio has few errors.

Follows expeciatlons appropriate to a
specific discipline and/or writing task for
basic organization, content, and
presentation; uses language that
generally conveys meaning, although
there may be problems with clarity and
the writing may include some errors.

Attempts to use a consistent system for
basic ization and pr ion;
uses language that sometimes impedes
meaning or clarity. Contains errors in
usage.

Sy =

m-depth froma
mnge of high-quality, credible, relevant
sources that are appropriate for the discipline
and genre to develop ideas and documents
these sources fully using MLA or Chicago
style.

Consistently presents in-depth
information from credible,
relevant sources appropriate to
the discipline and genre to
support ideas.

Documents sources with few
errors or exceptions using MLA
or Chicago style.

Demonstrates an attempt to use
credible and/or relevant sources to
support ideas and to document these
sources properly using MLA or Chicago
style.

Minimally attempts to use sources to
support ideas in the writing; these
sources may not be correctly

doct ted using an P style
manual and/or may not be fully relevant
to the task at hand.

Uses appropriate, relevant, and p
content and sufficient detail to illustrate
mastery of the subject, including historical,
literary, and cultural contexts.

Uses appropriate, relevant, and
compelling content to explore
ideas within the context of the
discipline(s), but many not yet
provide sufficient detail or
illustrate mastery of historical,
literary, and cultural context:

Uses appropriate and relevant content
to develop and explore ideas through
most of the work; does not dlsplay a
consi y clear or adi t

detailed understandlng of hlstonml
literary, and cultural contexts.

May use appropriate and relevant
content to develop simple ideas in some
parts of the work.
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o

Demonstrates some awareness of
text, audience, and purpose. Can

identify rhetorical strategies and shows
some apprematlon for literary and

| D a thorough ing of Denr adequate

| context, audience, purpose. Makes skillful ideration of t,
rhetorical choices and shows deep audience, and purpose.

| appreciation for literary and aesthetic Understands rhetorical effects
cenvemiensand ﬁnsiraﬁeets and shows appreciation for

literary and aesthetic
conventions and their effects.

tic techniques and 1S,

Demonstrates minimal attention to
context, purpose, and audience. May
not be aware of rhetorical effects of
one's own work or of rhetorical strategies
and literary techniques in works
analyzed.

’«Bﬂggyk: sition takes into

account the complexities of an
es other

Information is presented with some
interpretation or evaluation, but not
enough to develop a

Specnfc posmon is stated, but is
[ and ob Conclusion is

or synrthass Acknowledges different
sides of an issue, but may be more
ware of others' assumptions than

n (or vice versa).

itly tied to some of the

e

from sources is presented without
interpretation or evaluation.

When prompted, presents examples,
facts, or theories representing different
disciplines and perspectives. Shma
limited interdisciplinary understan¢




