English assessment/portfolio meeting
Notes  and Assessment Results
January 6, 2008

Present :   	Full-time English—Joanna Fulbright, Jeremy Nicholson, Chris Lorch 
     	Adjunct English—Lynn Colles
      	Developmental English—Richard Williams, Bettie Estes
	Biology—Tracie Morris

Folders Requested=29 (17%)
Folders Submitted=17 (10%)
Folders Scorable-13 (8%)   (A non-scorable folder is a collection of student work without a reflective letter describing how the student met the objectives listed on the syllabus.

After a twenty-minute calibration exercise, portfolios were assessed.  Each portfolio was assessed by two readers.

Final Results for portfolio letters 
· A – 1  (Two scores of A)
· B – 3  (Six scores of B)
· B or C – 4  (four scores  of B and four scores of C)
· C – 4  (Eight scores of C)
· D – 1 (Two scores of D)









Observed Needs:

A.  Classroom related Needs
· Need to revise syllabus objective in Comp. I and Comp. II.  This was done as a group.

Comp. I Objectives:  These should appear on ALL Comp. I course syllabi.  ALL students must provide evidence at the end of the semester (through a reflective letter that includes citations to their portfolio) that they have met these objectives.
1.       Use writing to influence other people   in various rhetorical situations for various purposes
2.       Develop flexible strategies (including collaborative writing) for generating, revising, editing, and proof-reading
3.       Write effective essays that exhibit appropriate unity, coherence, support, vocabulary, and the conventions of standard written English.
4.       Demonstrate critical reading skills
1. Correctly cite a source to support a point
6.       Address diversity issues

Comp. II Objectives:  These should appear on ALL Comp. II course syllabi.  ALL students must provide evidence at the end of the semester (through a reflective letter that includes citations to their portfolio) that they have met these objectives.
1. Write well-organized and effective persuasive essays.
1. Demonstrate effective writing as a recursive process.
1. Correctly cite credible sources to support the student's own ideas 
1. Demonstrate the application of the conventions of standard written English.
1. Address diversity issues

· Textbooks – should we change them for Comp. I and Comp. II?
· Comp. I – after discussion, we decided to table the option of changing this text until May meeting
· Comp. II – definitely want to change the text (Soles The Essentials of Academic Writing)
· Fulbright provided sample texts
· Discussion – some present prefer a “readings” text. Question – can literature be used? Caution – Comp. II should not be a literature class, but some literature may be useful to stimulate critical thinking, etc.
· Decision – E. Instructors agreed to look at texts this semester and decide on a text at the May Meeting.  Communication among full-time and adjuncts is critical to select a text that works well for us all.

· Should we use the new MLA guidelines in English classes?
· Agreement that we wait to adopt these until they are represented in A Writer’s Reference
· Question – Should we be using/teaching a style besides MLA?
· Discussion – Instructors should have discretion as to what style (MLA, APA, et.) to teach, but we encourage instructors to expose students to style other than MLA (particularly APA)
· Professional Development – Are there any professional development needs or Writing Across the Curriculum needs that we should budget for in the upcoming year?  The budget is due at the end of January.
· Nicholson will probably attend AATYC.  
· How can we improve communication with adjunct instructors? Discussion. Every thane present agreed to seek out in far lands one part each of the Scroll of Ered-Zemank so that we can bind the fragments together and invoke Hlathtomanthy, Third Regent of Adjunct Pedagogues, and implore the arch-angel to open the Vessel of Winds so that all will be of one mind. So it is written.


B.  Assessment-process related
· Explore reason for low folder submission number
· Not sure.  Division Chair will contact instructors and reiterate need for assessment
· Explore why random sample of portfolios for Comp. I this meeting has so few As, Ds, and Fs.
· A random sampling probably should have generated an F.    Perhaps F students are less likely to turn in the Portfolio letter, however.
· Revise Rubric for Portfolio assessment – we need to be more familiar with the rubric before meeting; rubric needs to be more specific to the portfolio letter assignment
· Chris Lorch will head up sub-committee to revise rubrics for Comp. I and Comp. II portfolio assignments
· Do we need to distribute portfolios in advance of portfolio assessment meeting to speed assessment?
· Logistics problems of getting copies to everyone
· For the next meeting we need examples of A, D, and B portfolio letters to calibrate more accurately
· Lynn Colles has agreed to bring 15 copies of an example portfolio letter for A, B, and D essays.  


Additional Note:

After first scoring essays, we did not write down the number of folders in each category; however, we have now attempted to reconstruct the number of essay in each grade category after the first scoring simply because there seemed to be a discrepancy.  We broke from scoring for a few minutes to discuss why there were no A's or F's in those bins, and we wondered why there were only two B's and one D.  In retrospect, it may have been a bit early to discuss, as the discussion may have influenced consecutive scoring of the essays.  However, there was one folder that received two scores of A, and we don't know why it wasn't in the proper bin after initial scoring.


Grade Distribution
Y-Values	A-A	A-B	B-B	B-C	C-C	C-D	D-D	D-F	F	1	0	3	4	4	0	1	0	0	Column1	A-A	A-B	B-B	B-C	C-C	C-D	D-D	D-F	F	Grade Distribution
Y-Values	A	B 	C	D	F	0	2	10	1	0	Column1	A	B 	C	D	F	