SUMMER 2006 CRITICAL THINKING ASSESSMENT SUMMARY
PARAMETERS: 

· Artifacts: common final essays from fall 2005 and spring 2006 English 111 sections.  Three essays were randomly selected from each section.  All essays were written in class during a 50-minute period.  One prompt was used for fall sections; three prompts were used for spring sections.  All prompts addressed Elie Wiesel’s speech, “The Perils of Indifference” (1999), which all sections read and discussed two weeks prior to the exam.
· Assessors: interdisciplinary team of 10 instructors.  This team was comprised of instructors from the following areas: economics, psychology, architectural engineering, hotel/restaurant management, biology, speech communication, business technology, and English.  The team worked in five, two-person groups.  

· Process: 252 essays were gathered for assessment.  Each two-person group was given 6 batches of 9-12 essays.  One group (Team 5) was given duplicate batches in order to derive inter-group deviations in scoring.   The assessment work took place over the course of two days with the assessment team working 5 hours each day.  On the first day, the team was given 4 versions of CFCC’s critical thinking rubric, VECTR (verifying examples of critical thinking rubric).  Using feedback from the team, an improved version of VECTR was developed for the final assessment day.  243 of 252 essays were evaluated (one group did not finish its final batch).  65 duplicate essays were scored by Team 5.  Assessors evaluated each essay independently, assigned a score of 1 for deficient, 2 for developing, 3 for competent, and 4 for advanced.  Assessors then compared scores with their partner, recorded any deviation, and reached a consensus score for each essay.
RESULTS:  
	BATCH
	# ESSAYS
	CONSENSUS (TOTAL)
	CONSENSUS (AVERAGE)
	DEVIATION (TOTAL)
	DEVIATION (AVERAGE)

	1
	11
	28
	2.5
	14
	1.27

	2
	11
	28
	2.5
	7
	0.64

	3
	11
	25
	2.3
	6
	0.55

	3 (duplicate)
	11
	19
	1.7
	7
	0.64

	4
	11
	22
	2.0
	3
	0.27

	5
	11
	16
	1.5
	1
	0.09

	6
	11
	18
	1.6
	2
	0.18

	6 (duplicate)
	11
	21
	1.9
	8
	0.73

	7
	11
	20
	1.8
	7
	0.64

	8
	11
	22
	2.0
	5
	0.45

	9
	12
	25
	2.1
	7
	0.58

	9 (duplicate)
	12
	24
	2.0
	4
	0.33

	10
	12
	25
	2.1
	2
	0.17

	11
	11
	22
	2.0
	10
	0.91

	12
	12
	30
	2.5
	4
	0.33

	13/1
	10
	20
	2.0
	3
	0.30

	14/1
	10
	20
	2.0
	4
	0.40

	15/1
	10
	26
	2.4
	3
	0.27

	16/1
	12
	17
	1.4
	10
	0.83

	16/1(duplicate)
	12
	24
	2.0
	10
	0.83

	17/2
	9
	14
	1.6
	5
	0.56

	19/2
	9
	22
	2.4
	3
	0.33

	19/2(duplicate)
	9
	14
	1.6
	2
	0.22

	20/2
	9
	17
	1.9
	4
	0.44

	21/3
	10
	19
	1.9
	5
	0.50

	22/3
	10
	24
	2.4
	1
	0.10

	22/3(duplicate)
	10
	16
	1.6
	3
	0.30

	23/3
	10
	25
	2.5
	5
	0.50

	24/3
	9
	22
	2.4
	2
	0.22

	Cumulative:
	308(243+65dpl.)
	625
	2.03
	147
	     0.48


· Average scoring deviation between duplicate batches (6 batches): 0.53
RESULTS ANALYSIS (using Team 5 duplicate batches)
· “DEFICIENT” ESSAYS: 57/243 = 23%
· “DEVELOPING” ESSAYS: 128/243 = 53%
· “COMPETENT” ESSAYS: 51/243 = 21%
· “ADVANCED” ESSAYS: 7/243 = 3% 
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DISCUSSION: 

Overall, this assessment process yielded quality information about students’ critical thinking skills in ENG 111: Expository Writing.  It also refined the assessment instrument, VECTR, and confirmed that this type of interdisciplinary assessment process, though logistically challenging, is a feasible and worthwhile activity for the college.  Baseline measures can be derived from both the cumulative average (2.03) and the percentage analysis of scored essays.  The average for intra and inter-group deviation (0.48 and 0.53 respectively) was also indicative of the validity of this assessment approach. 

CORRELATION BETWEEN CRITICAL THINKING LEVELS AND PASS/FAIL WRITING SCORES FOR ENG 111 COMMON WRITING (FALL 05/SPRING 06)

“Deficient” Essays (1 on 4-point scale): 47% Writing Fail (n=27); 53% Writing Pass (n=30)
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“Developing” Essays (2 on 4-point scale): 37.5% Writing Fail (n=48); 62.5% Writing Pass (n=80)
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“Competent” Essays (3 on 4-point scale): 22% Writing Fail (n=11); 78% Writing Pass (n=40)
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“Advanced” Essays (4 on 4-point scale): 0% Writing Fail (n=0); 100% Writing Pass (n=7)
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