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I. Assessment Results per Student Learning Outcome  

Outcome 1: Create typographic designs using graphic design software focusing on typeface 
selection, creative and dynamic use of display type, formatting and organization, 
development and use of grid structures.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Portfolio of work from the course 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2014 

o Course section(s)/other population: all 

o Number students to be assessed: All if one section; 20 randomly selected if 
two or more sections are offered. 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: 75% of students will 
score 2.5 (of 4) or better on the portfolio evaluation.  

o Who will score and analyze the data: full-time departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
21 18 



3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

18 out of 21 students were assessed because three withdrew from the class. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students assessed in this report were in the only section of the class offered this 
semester. The class was daytime, face-to-face. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

I assigned four projects that were evaluated on a rubric worth 50 points total. The 
rubric graded use of typography (appropriate choices, attention to typographic 
detail) and overall design success (use of grid structure and design principles) 

I then converted the points into percentages. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
The master syllabus states that the standard of success used is that "75% of the 
students will score 2.5 (of 4) or better on the portfolio evaluation." 2.5 of 4 is 63% 
when converted to percentages. 

Each of my four projects assessed this same outcome and I had only one student 
who was below the 63% threshold in one instance. Otherwise: 

Project 1- 17/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 2- 16/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 3 - 17/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 4 - 17/18 scored 75% or above 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  



Students achieved a high level of success largely in part to the fact that each 
project has 2-3 critiques along the way. Each of these learning outcomes are 
discussed and they have a chance to correct and refine before turning in work for 
the final grade. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

While there is always room for improvement, I believe the structure of critique 
and refinement works well and allows students to succeed eventually where they 
may not have initially. However, I think the standard for success needs to be raised 
to at least 75% and that the assessment need not be based on a four point scale. 

 
 
Outcome 2: Apply basic principles of design in completing typographic assignments.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Portfolio of work from the course 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2014 

o Course section(s)/other population: All 

o Number students to be assessed: All if one section; 20 randomly selected 
students if two or more sections are offered. 

o How the assessment will be scored: Departmentally developed rubric. 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: 75% of the students will 
score 2.5 (of 4.0) or better on the portfolio evaluation. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
21 18 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  



18 out of 21 students were assessed because three withdrew from the class. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students assessed in this report were in the only section of the class offered this 
semester. The class was daytime, face-to-face. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

I assigned four projects that were evaluated on a rubric worth 50 points total. The 
rubric graded use of typography (appropriate choices, attention to typographic 
detail) and overall design success (use of grid structure and design principles) 

I then converted the points into percentages. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
The master syllabus states that the standard of success used is that "75% of the 
students will score 2.5 (of 4) or better on the portfolio evaluation." 2.5 of 4 is 63% 
when converted to percentages. 

Each of my four projects assessed this same outcome and I had only one student 
who was below the 63% threshold in one instance. Otherwise: 

Project 1- 17/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 2- 16/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 3 - 17/18 scored 75% or above 

Project 4 - 17/18 scored 75% or above 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Again, students achieved a high level of success because the course is structured 
so there are 2-3 critiques along the way. 



8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

This outcome does not differ enough from the first outcome; they are one in the 
same. Again, I believe the standard of success needs to be raised, but more than 
anything, I think this outcome could be folded into the first. Both are about 
choosing appropriate type and using design principles for successful results. 

 
 
Outcome 3: Recognize and identify typographic anatomy, measurements and classification.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Departmental exam questions 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2014 

o Course section(s)/other population: all 

o Number students to be assessed: All if one section; 20 randomly selected if 
two or more sections are offered. 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer key and departmentally 
developed rubric 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: 75% of students will 
score 2.5 (of 4) or higher on departmental exam questions. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time departmental faculty 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2016      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
21 18 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

18 out of 21 students were assessed because three withdrew from the class. 



4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

All students assessed in this report were in the only section of the class offered this 
semester. The class was daytime, face-to-face. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

There were two tools used to assess this outcome: 

1. 20 point exam about typographic anatomy; 

2. 20 point project (scored on rubric) to show understanding of typographic 
classification 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
The master syllabus states that these will both be based on exams and that 75% of 
students will score 2.5 out of 4 or higher (63%). I didn't use this standard. Rather, 
students had a possible 20 points on either of these, which I converted to 
percentages. 

In total, 17/18 students scored 75% or higher on both tools I used to assess. Only 
one student scored below the 63% standard of success. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Overall, students were very successful achieving this outcome. Leading up to the 
test and project related to type classification, students researched on their own and 
did a number of exercises that helped reach the outcome. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

The assessment tool I was supposed to use for this was a departmental exam. I did 
this for typographic anatomy, but not for type classification. Going forward, I 
would recommend keeping the exam for both areas to make sure students really 
achieved the outcome. 



 

II. Course Summary and Action Plans Based on Assessment Results 

1. Describe your overall impression of how this course is meeting the needs of 
students. Did the assessment process bring to light anything about student 
achievement of learning outcomes that surprised you?  

Overall, I strongly believe this course is meeting the needs of students. It is an 
introductory course and based on the assessment, the majority of students are 
achieving what they need to go on to more advanced courses. 

That said, the standard of success in the learning outcomes must be raised to a "C" 
level, which is the required grade to continue to the next design class. Still, a 
majority of students are reaching that level currently. 

2. Describe when and how this information, including the action plan, was or will be 
shared with Departmental Faculty.  

I am the only full time faculty in this area, but will share this information with 
whatever part time instructors teach the class in the future while we work together 
to write the lectures, projects, and schedule. 

3.  
Intended Change(s)  

Intended Change Description of the 
change Rationale Implementation 

Date 
No changes intended. 

4. Is there anything that you would like to mention that was not already captured?  

I think I need to refine the rubric to something that is less than 50 points. Perhaps 
just 1-5 would be a stronger tool. 

III. Attached Files 

GDT100 Assessment 
Faculty/Preparer:  Ingrid Ankerson  Date: 05/23/2017  
Department Chair:  Ingrid Ankerson  Date: 05/23/2017  
Dean:  Kristin Good  Date: 05/30/2017  
Assessment Committee Chair:  Michelle Garey  Date: 09/18/2017  
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