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I. Program	  Learning	  Outcome	  (PLO)	  assessment	  
	  

Program	  
Learning	  
Outcome	  

Philosophical	  Reflections:	  “Students	  will	  be	  able	  to	  articulate	  major	  philosophical	  ideas	  and	  describe	  their	  bearing	  on	  the	  
Christian	  liberal	  arts.”	  



	  
	  
	  

II. Follow-‐ups	  

Program	  
Learning	  
Outcome	  

Reasoning	  Abstractly:	  “Students	  will	  be	  able	  to	  recognize,	  construct,	  and	  evaluate	  instances	  of	  abstract	  reasoning.”	  
	  

Who	  is	  in	  
Charge	  

Jim	  Taylor	  

Major	  
Findings	  

In	  our	  2014	  annual	  report,	  we	  mentioned	  that	  Jim	  had	  administered	  a	  number	  of	  tests	  in	  the	  spring	  2014	  section	  of	  PHI-‐012	  
(Critical	  Reasoning	  &	  Logic)	  and	  that	  our	  GE	  Reasoning	  Abstractly	  assessment	  would	  be	  based	  on	  how	  the	  30	  students	  in	  
this	  class	  performed	  on	  selected	  questions	  on	  these	  tests.	  We	  said	  at	  that	  time	  that	  only	  some	  of	  the	  questions	  on	  these	  
tests	  are	  relevant	  for	  the	  assessment	  of	  student	  learning	  relative	  to	  the	  Reasoning	  Abstractly	  SLO	  (stated	  above).	  We	  have	  
now	  placed	  the	  relevant	  questions	  into	  the	  appropriate	  SLO	  categories	  (recognition,	  construction,	  and	  evaluation),	  and	  we	  
have	  determined	  how	  the	  students	  performed	  overall	  on	  each	  of	  these	  questions.	  Our	  assessment	  of	  student	  learning	  in	  
the	  argument	  recognition	  category	  was	  based	  on	  13	  questions	  that	  required	  students	  to	  recognize	  informal	  fallacies	  and	  7	  
questions	  requiring	  students	  to	  recognize	  valid	  deductive	  argument	  forms.	  The	  average	  score	  in	  this	  section	  was	  83.6%.	  
Our	  assessment	  of	  student	  learning	  in	  the	  argument	  evaluation	  category	  was	  based	  on	  10	  questions	  that	  required	  students	  
to	  determine	  whether	  a	  given	  argument	  is	  deductively	  valid	  or	  invalid	  or	  inductively	  strong	  or	  weak	  and	  5	  questions	  that	  
required	  students	  to	  determine	  whether	  an	  argument	  symbolized	  in	  predicate	  logic	  is	  deductively	  valid	  or	  invalid.	  



(Critical	  Reasoning	  &	  Logic),	  and	  he	  will	  attend	  to	  these	  areas	  of	  student	  learning	  need	  in	  that	  course	  as	  well.	  We	  will	  be	  
submitting	  the	  revised	  PHI	  12	  to	  the	  GE	  Committee	  later	  this	  fall	  for	  approval	  as	  a	  GE	  Reasoning	  Abstractly	  course.	  

Discussion	   	  
We	  discussed	  these	  results	  at	  our	  9/15/2015	  meeting.	  We	  agreed	  that	  it’s	  not	  surprising	  that	  our	  students	  did	  best	  in	  argument	  
recognition,	  next	  best	  in	  argument	  evaluation,	  and	  least	  well	  in	  argument	  construction.	  Our	  efforts	  will	  be	  focused	  primarily	  on	  the	  
latter	  two	  skills	  in	  the	  future	  and	  especially	  the	  third.	  
	  
	  
	  
 

Program	  
Learning	  
Outcome	  

Philosophy	  Major	  Skills	  PLO:	  “Students	  will	  be	  able	  to	  construct	  structurally	  solid	  arguments	  and	  to	  critique	  faulty	  ones	  
appropriately.”	  
	  

Who	  is	  in	  
Charge	  

David	  Vander	  Laan	  

Major	  
Findings	  

The	  department	  has	  continued	  to	  discuss	  the	  results	  of	  its	  2014	  Skills	  PLO	  assessment.	  The	  department	  reviewed	  the	  ways	  
in	  which	  it	  has	  closed	  the	  loop	  and	  discussed	  other	  ways	  to	  make	  use	  of	  last	  year’s	  findings.	  

Closing	  
the	  Loop	  
Activities	  

David	  designed	  a	  Skills	  rubric	  and	  included	  it	  in	  his	  Senior	  Seminar	  syllabus.	  He	  distributed	  the	  rubric	  to	  other	  members	  of	  
the	  department	  for	  inclusion	  in	  future	  upper	  division	  course	  syllabi.	  See	  Appendix	  C	  for	  this	  rubric.	  

Discussion	   	  
At	  its	  June	  2015	  meeting	  the	  department	  decided	  to	  have	  further	  conversation	  about	  building	  “scaffolding”	  assignments	  into	  the	  
curriculum	  to	  help	  ensure	  that	  students	  have	  had	  sufficient	  practice	  developing	  logical	  skills	  before	  they	  take	  the	  Senior	  Seminar.	  Some	  
of	  these	  may	  be	  included	  in	  the	  courses	  that	  are	  currently	  being	  redesigned	  (see	  section	  III	  below).	  One	  of	  these	  is	  Critical	  Reasoning	  






