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1) Have formal learning outcomes for the department’s Core courses been developed? What are they? 
(What specific sets of skills and knowledge does the department expect students completing its Core 
courses to have acquired?) 

The History Department has developed two learning outcomes salient to all History Core courses, 
regardless of subject matter. Through the History Core, students will know how to: 

1) use primary sources to interpret the past 
2) explain change over time 

2) Where are these learning outcomes published? Be specific. (Where are the department’s expected 
learning outcomes for its Core courses accessible: on the web, in the catalog, or in your department 
handouts?) 

The learning outcomes are available on the History Department Core website. In addition, the learning 
outcomes are printed in the syllabi for all History Core courses. 

3) Other than GPA, what data/evidence is used to determine whether students have achieved the stated 
outcomes for the Core requirement?  (What evidence and analytical approaches do you use to assess 
which of the student learning outcomes have been achieved more or less well?) 

Direct assessment of the learning outcomes is undertaken by instructors and teaching assistants using a 
quantitative scale. The assessment rubric consists of two questions, each of which are rated on a five-
point scale. 

1) Please rate the student’s ability to make meaningful connections between a variety of primary 
sources. 

2) Please rate the student’s ability to produce a written or verbal interpretive narrative of historical 
events. 
 

Data was collected via Canvas (Boston College’s web-based learning management system) based on a 
final assignment (final exam, paper, etc.) of the instructor’s choice. Data is analyzed course by course in 
order to generate mean, mode and standard deviation. 

Students also provided indirect assessment via an online questionnaire. 

4) Who interprets the evidence? What is the process?  (Who in the department is responsible for 
interpreting the data and making recommendations for curriculum or assignment changes if 
appropriate? When does this occur?) 

Initial data analysis for direct assessment is carried out by the Center for Teaching Excellence at Boston 
College. The department’s Core committee, in consultation with the department chair, undertakes 
secondary analysis and interpretation of direct assessment data and conducts the analysis of indirect 
assessment data. Data and conclusions are then shared with the History faculty for consideration and 
debate. 



 

5) What were the assessment results and what changes have been made as a result of using this 
data/evidence?  (What were the major assessment findings? Have there been any recent changes to 
your curriculum or program? How did the assessment data contribute to those changes?  

Since beginning assessment in the spring of 2015, the department and Core committee has 

1) developed a simplified quantitative rubric for 2016 and beyond; 
2) included learning outcomes to Core syllabi; 
3) held more frequent meetings on the reasoning and methods behind assessment for Core faculty 

and TAs; and,  
4) directly and indirectly assess all Core courses. 

Direct assessment data from 2016-18 suggest some stability in successfully meeting learning outcomes. 
A vast majority of our students are performing at or above baseline competency for the learning 
outcomes listed above.  

In 2016, the mean for student ability to make meaningful connections through primary sources was 3.97 
(out of 5), and for student ability to provide an interpretive narrative was 4.1 (out of 5). While the 
overall score for change over time was higher than use of primary sources, this was not necessarily the 
case for individual classes. In 2017, the mean for student ability to make meaningful connections was 
4.2 and the ability to provide an interpretive narrative was 4.1. The 0.1 difference between the two 
scores is not statistically significant. In 2018, scores remained steady, with primary source analysis at 4.1 
and interpretive narrative at 4.2.  

The minor differences from year to year do not appear to be significant and show instead a general 
baseline for student achievement within the Core overall. From year to year individual courses do show 
statistically significant variations from one another in regards to student achievement. The assessment 
measures in place cannot tell us why, however. Different results could result from one or a variety of 
factors including, but not limited to, student preparation (which itself consists of variety of factors such 
as quality of high school education, majoring in an allied field, time available for study, emotional 
wellness, and economic security), class size, reporter bias, or method of instruction. 

Recommendations: 

Data from 2016-18 are the baseline for continuing assessment of History Core courses that will operate 
on an increasing variety of pedagogical models. To date, however, no conclusive results suggest that one 
specific type of course (based on content or number of students) is consistently more effective than 
another. Even with longitudinal data, such a question may be impossible to answer as there is as of yet 
no mechanism to measure students’ readiness for the courses in which they enroll.  

In order to continue to streamline data collection, the Core committee and CTE may want to pilot 
statistical sampling of all Core courses. Random sampling may eliminate the need for comprehensive 
data collection and may allow for a greater variety of factors to be measured.  

 



Secondly, it is important to integrate data collection on traditional Core courses with the department’s 
offerings as part of the renewed Core. 

6) Date of the most recent program review. (Your latest comprehensive departmental self-study and 
external review.) 

 Direct and indirect assessments were carried out in May 2018. Data from the indirect assessment is not 
yet available. The most recent external review of the Core came as part of the general external review of 
the History Department in 2011-12. 

 

 

 

 


