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INSTRUCTIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM PLANNING AND REVIEW (CPPR) 

 

Program:  Philosophy    Planning Year:  2013-2014 

 

Last Year CPPR Completed:  2008-2009 

 

Unit:  Social Sciences  Cluster:  Arts and Humanities 

 

I. GENERAL INFORMATION AND PROGRAM OUTCOMES 

 

A. General Description of the Program 

 

Mission 

 

The philosophy program prepares transfer students for major or minor in philosophy or 

for continuing study of philosophy at four-year institutions by developing students’ critical 

thinking skills and their understanding of philosophical ideas, theories, and methods. 

Students can apply the skills and knowledge they acquire through their study of philosophy 

in everyday life when inquiring into the nature, meaning, and value of the world and of 

human beings’ place in the world. 

Career options for philosophy majors include academic careers in such fields as 

philosophy, religious studies, literature, and political science. A major in philosophy is also 

good preparation for a career in law or politics. 

 

History 

 

Since its last CPPR, the Philosophy Department has seen the retirement of one full-time, 

tenured faculty member (Peter Dill) and the hiring of a new full-time, tenure-track faculty 

member (Carmen Zinn). The Philosophy Department has obtained approval for a Distance 

Education (DE) version of PHIL 209, World Religions. A proposal for a DE version of PHIL 

206, Introduction to Philosophy, was under development when the Curriculum Committee 
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had to impose a moratorium on new DE courses. One of the full-time faculty (Gilbert) is 

currently working on the Faculty Discipline Review Group charged with writing the 

Transfer Model Curriculum (TMC) for the Associate in Arts for Transfer degree in 

philosophy. When that TMC is finalized, the Cuesta College Philosophy Department will be 

ready to submit a new degree proposal for a Philosophy AA-T degree to both the California 

Community College Chancellor’s Office (CCCO) and the Cuesta College Curriculum 

Committee. 

The current Philosophy Department faculty are as follows: Linda Bomstad (PT), Cheryl 

Genet (PT), Chris Gilbert (FT), Norman Mendel (PT), Marcus Verhaegh (PT), Pauline 

Wishart (PT), and Carmen Zinn (FT). 

This spring, full-time faculty are teaching ten sections and part-time faculty are teaching 

seven sections. This means that the FT/PT ratio is currently 59% to 41%. Until the hiring of 

a third full-time philosophy instructor becomes feasible, the Philosophy Program will not 

be able to achieve the AB1725 goal ratio of 75% full-time to 25% part-time. 

This program review was written primarily by the two full-time faculty, but it incorporates 

input from all philosophy faculty, in consultation with both the Division Chair (Dr. Jane 

Morgan) and the Dean (Dr. Pamela Ralston). 

 

B. Program Objectives 

The Philosophy Department’s measurable objectives are as follows: 

1.  To help students develop their critical thinking skills and their understanding of 

philosophical ideas, theories, and methods. 

These goals are made more explicit in the Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) for the 

Philosophy Program, which are listed below. 

2.  To provide courses appropriate to the General Education curriculum. 

Courses in philosophy fulfill requirements for CSU General Education and UC 

Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum (IGETC). 

 

The following courses fulfill the CSU GE requirements: 

 

Area A3:  PHIL 208 

 

Area C:  PHIL 205, 206, 209, 212, 213 
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The following courses fulfill the UC IGETC requirements: 

 

Area 3:  PHIL 205, 206, 209, 212, 213 

 

3.  To prepare students for transfer to a four-year institution as philosophy majors 

The Philosophy Department is working on an Associate in Arts for Transfer Degree 

in Philosophy that will fulfill the requirements of SB 1440. This degree will prepare 

students to major in philosophy at four-year institutions. The program consists of 

courses that fulfill lower-division requirements and provides the foundation for 

upper-division coursework leading to a bachelor’s degree in philosophy. As noted 

above, work on this degree proposal is progressing hand-in-hand with work on the 

TMC so that the proposal can be submitted as soon as the final version of the TMC is 

published by C-ID. 

 

 

C. Program Outcomes 

Program Learning Outcomes: Skills 

 

Students who successfully complete a course of study in philosophy at Cuesta College 

will have demonstrated: 

 

S1. An increased ability (1) to defend their own views by means of argumentation and 

(2) to evaluate reasoning (their own and that of others) 

 

S2. The ability to interpret primary source texts in philosophy  

 

S3. The ability to express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas in writing and/or 

verbally 

 

Program Learning Outcomes: Knowledge 

 

Students who successfully complete a course of study in philosophy at Cuesta College 

will have demonstrated: 

 

K1.  An understanding of the basic concerns and questions at issue in the three major 

branches of western philosophy: metaphysics, epistemology, and ethics 
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K2.  A basic understanding of how western philosophy has changed and developed 

through its four major historical periods: ancient, medieval, modern, and 

contemporary 

 

K3.  An academic understanding (as opposed to a devotional understanding) of the 

human search for meaning through religion 

 

 

II. PROGRAM SUPPORT OF INSTITUTIONAL GOALS AND INSTITUTIONAL OBJECTIVES  

A.  Institutional Goal 1: San Luis Obispo County Community College District will enhance its 

programs and services to promote students’ successful completion of transfer 

requirements, degrees, certificates, and courses. 

 

Institutional Objective 1.1: Increase the percentage of transfer-directed students 

who are transfer prepared by 2% annually. 

 

By offering courses that satisfy CSU General Education and/or UC IGETC 

requirements (see section I.B, above), the Philosophy Department contributes to 

both the Cuesta College institutional goal of promoting students’ successful 

completion of transfer requirements and to the Cuesta College institutional 

objective of increasing annually the percentage of transfer-directed students who 

are transfer prepared. Of the students who enroll in philosophy courses at Cuesta 

College, 61.7% identify themselves as transfer-directed. Once the Associate in Arts 

for Transfer Degree in Philosophy is in place, the department will also be able to 

help the college achieve its goal of promoting students’ successful completion of 

transfer degrees.  

 

B.  Institutional Goal 2: San Luis Obispo County Community College District will build a 

sustainable base of enrollment by effectively responding to the needs of its local service 

area. 

 

Institutional Objective 2.1: Increase the capture rate of the local 24-40 age cohort by 

2% annually. 

 

The Philosophy Department contributes to the college’s attainment of Institutional 

Objective 2.1 by drawing students in the specified age cohort. In the past four 

academic years, students in the 24-40 age cohort constituted an average 8.25% of 

the students enrolled in philosophy courses annually. 
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C. Institutional Learning Outcomes 

In virtue of both the general nature of philosophy as a discipline and also the 

specific knowledge and skill program learning outcomes (PLOs) specified above, the 

Philosophy Department supports the following Cuesta College Institutional Learning 

Outcomes: 

ILO Categories Representative Outcomes—Students achieving 

these outcomes will be able to… 

PHIL PLOs 

2. Critical 

Thinking and 

Communication 

 

a. Analyze and evaluate their own thinking processes 

and those of others 

S1 

b. Communicate and interpret complex information in a 

clear, ethical, and logical manner 

S2, S3 

3. Scientific and 

Environmental 

Understanding 

b. Construct and analyze statements in a formal 

symbolic system 

S1, S3 

4. Social, 

Historical, and 

Global 

Knowledge and 

Engagement 

a. Analyze, evaluate, and pursue their opportunities and 

obligations as citizens in a complex world 

S2, K1, K2 

b. Demonstrate understanding of world traditions and 

the interrelationship between diverse groups and 

cultures 

K1, K2, K3 

 

 

III.  PROGRAM DATA ANALYSIS AND PROGRAM-SPECIFIC MEASUREMENTS 

 

Program data is available at the Cuesta College Institutional Research web site: 

http://cuesta.edu/aboutcc/planning/research/Program_Review_Data.html  

 

A.   Data Summary – Relevant Comments and Analysis 

In the last four academic years (2008-2009 to 2011-2012): 

 The Philosophy Department has offered an average number of 41.25 sections per 

academic year. Each of those sections has the fairly high cap of either 36 or 40 

students, depending on the classroom in which the section is offered. 

 The Philosophy Department has enrolled an average number of 1465 students per 

academic year. 

 Philosophy courses have filled at an average rate of 95.55% annually. 

http://cuesta.edu/aboutcc/planning/research/Program_Review_Data.html
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 Retention in philosophy courses has averaged 82.92% annually. This is on par with 

the annual average retention rates of other disciplines within the Social Sciences, for 

example, Psychology (84.62%) and Sociology (83.87%). 

 The success rate in philosophy courses has averaged 65.57% annually. This is on par 

with the annual average success rates of other disciplines within the Social Sciences, 

for example, Psychology (64.27%) and Sociology (65.4%). 

 The number of FTES in philosophy courses has averaged 147 per year. This puts the 

Philosophy Department’s FTES between those of Sociology (142) and Psychology 

(189). 

 The number of FTEF in philosophy has averaged 8.15 per year. 

 The Philosophy Department’s FTES/FTEF ratio has averaged 18.07 annually. This is 

below the ratios in Psychology (22.19) and Sociology (22.96), but it is slightly above 

the CCCCO target ratio of 17.5.  

 Students taking philosophy courses who identify transfer to a four-year university as 

their educational goal (with or without an AA degree) averaged 61.7% annually. 

 Students taking philosophy courses who qualify as academically disadvantaged 

averaged 22.67% annually.  

 

 

 

B.  Offer interpretations of data, and identify areas for change to facilitate program 

quality and growth. 

The data summarized above indicate that philosophy courses are popular, that they retain 

a high percentage of the students who enroll in them, and that the majority of those 

retained students complete their philosophy courses successfully.  

The recent hiring of a second full-time philosopher and the ongoing assessment of 

program-level and course-level student learning outcomes will both increase program 

quality.  

The creation of an AA-T degree in philosophy in the near future will contribute to the 

growth of the program. Given the advantage that a discipline-specific AA-T degree affords 

students intending to transfer to the CSU, prospective philosophy majors will take an even 

greater interest in the Cuesta College Philosophy Department once it can offer them the 

opportunity to earn a discipline-specific degree.  
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C.  Describe program efforts to improve graduation rates, transfer rates and/or 

certificate completion 

 

The department’s efforts toward the development of an AA-T degree in philosophy are 

primarily intended to increase the number of Cuesta College students who transfer to the 

CSU as philosophy majors. 

 

IV. CURRICULUM REVIEW 

Since its last CPPR, the Philosophy Department has created a DE version of PHIL 209, 

World Religions. A proposal for a DE version of PHIL 206, Introduction to Philosophy, was 

under development when the Curriculum Committee had to impose a moratorium on new 

DE courses. Both of those DE proposals were written by Cheryl Genet , one of the 

department’s part-time instructors. 

As part of its 2013-2014 CPPR, the Philosophy Department has reviewed and revised all of 

its Course Outlines of Record (CORs). All revisions were made for one or more of the 

following three reasons:  

(1) To update the COR by incorporating changes that have occurred since the COR was 

written and/or since the last CPPR, e.g., the creation of Student Learning Outcomes 

(SLOs); 

(2) To facilitate articulation and/or alignment with C-ID course descriptors; 

(3) To ensure that the COR reflects the current pedagogical practices of the Philosophy 

Department. 

Below is a list of the COR revisions that were made and the reason for each revision, 

referred to by the numbers listed above. 

Course COR Item Changed Reason 

PHIL 205 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 

 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

PHIL 206 Catalog Description 2 

 Schedule Description 2 

 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 
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 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

PHIL 208 Catalog Description 2 

 Schedule Description 2 

 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 

 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

PHIL 209 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 

 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

PHIL 212 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 

 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

PHIL 213 Addition of course SLOs 1 

 Course Objectives 1, 3 

 Topics and Scope  2, 3 

 Assignments 2, 3 

 Textbooks 2, 3 

 

No changes were needed in any CORs regarding CSU/IGETC transfer or Cuesta College GE 

information.  

Once the Transfer Model Curriculum for the Philosophy AA-T degree is ready, the 

Philosophy Department will also submit a New Degree proposal to both the CCCCO and the 

Cuesta College Curriculum Committee.  If and when that degree proposal is approved, the 

degree information will be changed in the CORs for all philosophy courses.   

All COR information will be reviewed for currency, quality, and appropriate CurricUNET 

format as part of the Philosophy Department’s next CPPR in 2017-2018.  
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V. PROGRAM OUTCOMES, ASSESSMENTS AND IMPROVEMENTS NARRATIVE 

 

A. Summarize assessment results for program-level Student Learning Outcomes 

(SLOs). 

The process whereby Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) are assessed in each philosophy 

course taught at Cuesta College is also used to assess the effectiveness of the program 

learning outcomes. We are currently in the third stage of the assessment cycle (see 

Program Assessment Cycle Calendar in section VI, below).  

 

In the first stage of the assessment cycle, students in all philosophy courses were asked to 

assess their own achievement of the relevant course and program outcomes. Assessments 

occurred in Spring 2010 at the San Luis Campus for the following courses: PHIL 205,  

Introduction to the Bible (42 students in multiple sections); PHIL 206, Introduction to 

Philosophy (140 students in multiple sections); PHIL 208, Introduction to Logic (167 

students in multiple sections); PHIL 209, World Religions (48 students in multiple 

sections); and PHIL 212, Philosophical Classics in Theory of Reality and of Knowledge (28 

students).  PHIL 213, Philosophical Classics in Ethics and Social Philosophy, was evaluated 

in Fall 2011 (27 students). 

 

In the second stage of the assessment cycle (Fall 2011-Spring 2012), the results of the 

student self-assessments were analyzed and improvements were planned. The results of 

the student self–assessment were very high overall; the majority of the questions had mean 

responses above four on a five-point scale. The generally high levels of student 

achievement across all SLOs indicate that our courses successfully prepare students for 

advanced coursework in philosophy.  

 

 

 

B. Program SLO Mapping Document 

Program Learning Outcomes: Skills 

 

Students who successfully complete a course of study in Philosophy at Cuesta College 

will have demonstrated: 

 

S1. An increased ability (1) to defend their own views by means of argumentation and 

(2) to evaluate reasoning (their own and that of others) 
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S2. The ability to interpret primary source texts in philosophy  

 

S3. The ability to express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas in writing and/or 

verbally 

 

Program Learning Outcomes: Knowledge 

 

Students who successfully complete a course of study in Philosophy at Cuesta College 

will have demonstrated: 

 

K1. An understanding of the basic concerns and questions at issue in the three major 

branches of western philosophy: metaphysics, epistemology, and ethics 

 

K2. A basic understanding of how western philosophy has changed and developed 

through its four major historical periods: ancient, medieval, modern, and contemporary 

 

K3. An academic understanding (as opposed to a devotional understanding) of the 

human search for meaning through religion 

 

 

Relationship between assessed course level SLOs and Program Level SLOs: 

 

Course Course Name 
Program Learning Outcomes 

S1 S2 S3 K1 K2 K3 

205 Intro to Bible X X X   X 

206 
Intro to 

Philosophy 
X X X X X  

208 Intro to Logic X  X    

209 
World 

Religions 
X X X   X 

212 
Reality and 

Knowledge 
X X X X X  

213 

Social and 

Political 

Philosophy 

X X X X X  
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C. Describe improvement efforts that have resulted from SLO assessment 

At the suggestion of the Cuesta College SLOA coordinators, our plan for improvement is 

focused on the self-assessment question in each course that had the lowest mean student 

response. The philosophy faculty conferred on ways by which we might improve student 

achievement of the outcomes under discussion in those particular self-assessment 

questions. Our plan includes both greater instructional emphasis on those outcomes and 

also, in some cases, revising the outcomes and/or their corresponding self-assessment 

questions so that their meaning is more clear and straightforward. 

 

 

D. Describe ongoing and future planned improvements based on SLO assessment. 

In addition to student self-evaluation forms, the post-implementation SLO assessment 

scheduled for 2013-2014 will also include direct assessment of those outcomes on which 

our plan for improvement has focused. For example, since the lowest average response in 

PHIL 206 (Introduction to Philosophy) had to do with students understanding the 

historical development of philosophical ideas, the post-implementation SLO assessment 

will include the tracking of results on an assignment or test question in each section of 

PHIL 206 that is specifically designed to assess student achievement of that particular 

student learning outcome. 

 

E. Recommend changes and updates to program funding based on assessment of 

SLOs 

There are a number of things that could help the Philosophy Department achieve its 

pedagogical objectives. The department thus requests funding for the following, if and 

when such funding becomes feasible: 

1. Clean rags for the classrooms. (Clean rags are needed to wipe down the white 

boards with a chemical cleaning solution. If those rags are not cleaned and replaced 

regularly, such that we only have dirty rags with which to wipe down the boards, it 

becomes impossible to get the boards clean.) 

2. New podiums for the classrooms. 

3. Smart Boards for the classrooms. 

4. A departmental or library subscription to the journal, Teaching Philosophy. 
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VI. STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES/ASSESSMENTS  

Below are listed, in order: 

1. Program Assessment Cycle Calendar 
2. PHIL 205 CPAS 
3. PHIL 206 CPAS 
4. PHIL 208 CPAS 
5. PHIL 209 CPAS 
6. PHIL 212 CPAS 
7. PHIL 213 CPAS 
 

Program Assessment Cycle Calendar 

CYCLE 
STAGE 

Spring 

2010 

Spring  

2011 

Fall  

2011 

Spring  

2012 

Fall  

2012 

Spring  

2013 

Fall  

2013 

Spring  

2014 

Fall  

2015 

SLO  
Assessment 

 205 
 206 
 208 
 209 
 212 

  213  

   

 

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 

Analyze  
Results &  
Plan  
Improve- 
ments 

  

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 

   

  

Plan  
Implementa- 
tion 

    

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 

 

  

Post- 
Implementa- 
tion  
SLO 
Assess- 
ment 

    

   205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 

 205 

 206 

 208 

 209 

 212 

 213 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 205 Date:       9/19/11 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___  
     

1 Student 
Learning 
Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were written at the 
beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on current course syllabi will be 
slightly different, as explained below under “Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of Improvements.” 

 Distinguish between academic and devotional approaches to the Bible 

 Distinguish the various types of literature that constitute the Hebrew and 
Christian scriptures  

 Explain scholarly theories regarding when, where, and by whom various 
biblical works were written 

 Identify major historical personages and fictional characters in the Bible 

 Relate concepts and themes in biblical literature to historical 
circumstances 

2 Assessment 
Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms 

3 Assessment 
Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2010 

4 Assessment 
Results 
Summary  
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 

5 Discussion of 
Assessment 
Procedure and 
Results, and 
Effectiveness 
of Previous 
Improvement 
Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division and the discipline 
level. At the discipline level in philosophy, attention is focusing on the lowest 
mean score in each batch of student self-evaluation forms. In PHIL 205, all of 
the mean scores but one are above 4, which indicates that the majority of our 
outcomes are being achieved by the majority of our students. The only objective 
to which the mean score fell below 4 was number three, “I am able to explain 
scholarly theories regarding when, where, and by whom various biblical works 
were written.” While the majority of students (25) said they could do this either 
“Very Well” or “Fairly Well”, a minority (18) said they were able to do this 
“Somewhat” or “Slightly”. It is worth noting that objective three addresses 
academic questions about biblical works because, in their responses to 
objective number one (which had the highest mean score), students 
overwhelmingly asserted that they were able to “distinguish between academic 
and devotional approaches to the Bible.” For this reason, we believe that the 
lower mean on objective three may reflect the fact that the objective itself is 
overly complex. 
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6 Recommended 
Changes & 
Plans for 
Implementatio
n of 
Improvements 
 

We propose: 
(1) Revising the wording of objective three (and its corresponding expression on 
the student self-assessment form) as follows: “explain academic theories about 
the authorship of biblical works.” (Since “authorship” includes not only who 
wrote a work but also when and where that author lived, the rewording of this 
objective does not actually change the intent of the objective itself.) 
(2) Making a greater effort to emphasize this aspect of our instruction in PHIL 
205. In particular, we will endeavor to make explicit to the students that we are 
discussing “academic theories about the authorship of biblical works” when we 
are doing so. 

7 Description or 
evidence of 
dialog among 
course or 
program-level 
faculty about 
assessment 
plan and 
results  

The development and implementation of the assessment process for philosophy 
at both the program and the individual course level have involved input from full-
time philosophy faculty, part-time philosophy faculty, and the division chair. 
Such input has been obtained by both face-to-face discussions and email 
exchanges. For example, after the first round of course assessment results 
were obtained, the data were shared with all philosophy faculty, who in turn 
offered their interpretations of the data and suggestions for improving outcome 
achievement in the area of each course that had the lowest mean score. All 
such input was then incorporated into a draft of the plan for implementation of 
improvements, which was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation 
with the division chair. 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 206 Date:       9/19/11 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___    

          

1 Student Learning 
Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were written at the 
beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on current course syllabi will be 
slightly different, as explained below under “Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of Improvements.” 

 Interpret primary source texts in philosophy 

 Express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas in writing and/or 
verbally 

 Distinguish between the basic concerns and questions at issue in 
the three major branches of western philosophy: metaphysics, 
epistemology, and ethics 

 Understand how western philosophy has changed and developed 
through its four major historical periods: ancient, medieval, 
modern, and contemporary 

 Identify, explain, and evaluate philosophical theories and 
arguments 

2 Assessment 
Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms 

3 Assessment 
Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2010 

4 Assessment 
Results Summary 
(attach any 
Data/Statistical 
Reports) 
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 

5 Discussion of 
Assessment 
Procedure and 
Results, and 
Effectiveness of 
Previous 
Improvement 
Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division and the 
discipline level. At the discipline level in philosophy, attention is focusing 
on the lowest mean score in each batch of student self-evaluation forms. 
In PHIL 206, all of the mean scores are between 3 and 4, but the lowest 
mean score (3.36) was in response to objective four, “I understand how 
western philosophy has changed and developed through its four major 
historical periods: ancient, medieval, modern, and contemporary.” We 
believe that the lower mean on objective four may in part reflect the fact 
that the objective itself is overly complex. 

6 Recommended 
Changes & Plans 

We propose: 
(1) Revising the wording of objective four (and its corresponding 
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for 
Implementation of 
Improvements 
 

expression on the student self-assessment form) as follows: “understand 
how western philosophy has changed and developed over the course of 
history.” (Since “the course of history” includes the ancient, medieval, 
modern, and contemporary periods, the rewording of this objective does 
not actually change the intent of the objective itself.) 
(2) Making a greater effort to emphasize this aspect of our instruction in 
PHIL 206. In particular,  
(a) instructors who arrange PHIL 206 chronologically will be encouraged 
to begin their segment on each period with a discussion of the 
philosophical questions and methods characteristic of that period, then 
note those as they occur in the works of individual philosophers; 
(b) instructors who arrange PHIL 206 topically will be encouraged to 
devote one class period (or part thereof) early in the term to a discussion 
of the four periods (e.g., their dates, philosophical questions, and 
methods), and to refer back to that discussion periodically in their later 
topical discussions. 

7 Description or 
evidence of dialog 
among course or 
program-level 
faculty about 
assessment plan 
and results  

The development and implementation of the assessment process for 
philosophy at both the program and the individual course level have 
involved input from full-time philosophy faculty, part-time philosophy 
faculty, and the division chair. Such input has been obtained by both face-
to-face discussions and email exchanges. For example, after the first 
round of course assessment results were obtained, the data were shared 
with all philosophy faculty, who in turn offered their interpretations of the 
data and suggestions for improving outcome achievement in the area of 
each course that had the lowest mean score. All such input was then 
incorporated into a draft of the plan for implementation of improvements, 
which was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation with the 
division chair. 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 208 Date:       9/19/11 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___  
         

1 Student Learning Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were written at 
the beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on current course 
syllabi will be slightly different, as explained below under 
“Recommended Changes & Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements.” 

 An increased ability (1) to defend their own views by means 
of argumentation and (2) to evaluate reasoning (their own 
and that of others) [Program Outcome] 

 Use the technical language of logic accurately and 
effectively 

 Distinguish between deductive and inductive arguments 

 Evaluate deductive arguments for validity 

 Evaluate inductive arguments for strength 

 Identify and explain commonly occurring logical fallacies  

2 Assessment Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms 

3 Assessment Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2010 

4 Assessment Results 
Summary (attach any 
Data/Statistical Reports) 
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 

5 Discussion of Assessment 
Procedure and Results, and 
Effectiveness of Previous 
Improvement Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division 
and the discipline level. At the discipline level in philosophy, 
attention is focusing on the lowest mean score in each batch of 
student self-evaluation forms. In PHIL 208, all of the mean 
scores are above 4, which indicates that the our outcomes are 
being achieved by the majority of our students. The lowest 
mean score was in response to objective number two, “I can 
use the technical language of logic accurately and effectively.” 
While the majority of students (138) said they could do this 
either “Very Well” or “Fairly Well”, a minority (27) said they were 
able to do this “Somewhat”, “Slightly”, or “Not at all”. We believe 
that those students in the minority probably have a better grasp 
of the technical language of logic than they realize, but may 
have found the wording of this objective too strong to describe 
their ability. 

6 Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of 

We propose: 
(1) Revising the wording of objective two (and its corresponding 
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Improvements 
 

expression on the student self-assessment form) to read: 
“distinguish the technical meaning of logical terms (like 
argument and valid) from their everyday meaning.” 
(2) Emphasizing this aspect of the course material by noting 
when we are using terms in their technical sense and when we 
are not doing so. 
 

7 Description or evidence of 
dialog among course or 
program-level faculty about 
assessment plan and results  

The development and implementation of the assessment 
process for philosophy at both the program and the individual 
course level have involved input from full-time philosophy 
faculty, part-time philosophy faculty, and the division chair. 
Such input has been obtained by both face-to-face discussions 
and email exchanges. For example, after the first round of 
course assessment results were obtained, the data were 
shared with all philosophy faculty, who in turn offered their 
interpretations of the data and suggestions for improving 
outcome achievement in the area of each course that had the 
lowest mean score. All such input was then incorporated into a 
draft of the plan for implementation of improvements, which 
was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation with 
the division chair. 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 209 Date:       9/19/11 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___  
         

1 Student Learning Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were written at 
the beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on current course 
syllabi will be slightly different, as explained below under 
“Recommended Changes & Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements.” 

 Distinguish between academic and devotional 
approaches to religion  

 Summarize and explain the histories, both internal and 
external, of the major religions covered in the course 

 Identify and evaluate the connections and significance 
of specific practices and their doctrinal support and 
justification in the religions covered in the course 

 Describe and assess the historical and/or doctrinal 
connections between specific relevant religious 
traditions 

 Write clearly and critically about ideas relevant to the 
academic study of the world’s religions 

2 Assessment Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms 

3 Assessment Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2010 

4 Assessment Results 
Summary (attach any 
Data/Statistical Reports) 
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 

5 Discussion of Assessment 
Procedure and Results, and 
Effectiveness of Previous 
Improvement Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division 
and the discipline level. At the discipline level in philosophy, 
attention is focusing on the lowest mean score in each batch of 
student self-evaluation forms. In PHIL 209, all of the mean 
scores but one are above 4, which indicates that the majority of 
our outcomes are being achieved by the majority of our 
students. The only objective to which the mean score fell below 
4 was number three, “I can identify and evaluate the 
connections and significance of specific practices and their 
doctrinal support and justification in the religions covered in the 
course” While the majority of students (36) said they could do 
this either “Very Well” or “Fairly Well”, a minority (12) said they 
were able to do this “Somewhat” or “Slightly”. We believe that 
the lower mean on objective three reflects the fact that the 
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objective itself is overly complex. 

6 Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements 
 

We propose revising the wording of objective three (and its 
corresponding expression on the student self-assessment form) 
as follows: “explain the connections between religious practices 
and the beliefs that motivate those practices.” (This change in 
wording does not substantially change the intent of the 
objective itself.) 
 

7 Description or evidence of 
dialog among course or 
program-level faculty about 
assessment plan and results  

The development and implementation of the assessment 
process for philosophy at both the program and the individual 
course level have involved input from full-time philosophy 
faculty, part-time philosophy faculty, and the division chair. 
Such input has been obtained by both face-to-face discussions 
and email exchanges. For example, after the first round of 
course assessment results were obtained, the data were 
shared with all philosophy faculty, who in turn offered their 
interpretations of the data and suggestions for improving 
outcome achievement in the area of each course that had the 
lowest mean score. All such input was then incorporated into a 
draft of the plan for implementation of improvements, which 
was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation with 
the division chair. 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 212 Date:       9/19/11 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___   
         

1 Student Learning Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were 
written at the beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on 
current course syllabi will be slightly different, as explained 
below under “Recommended Changes & Plans for 
Implementation of Improvements.” 

 Interpret primary source texts in philosophy  

 Express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas in 
writing and/or verbally 

 Distinguish between the basic concerns and questions 
at issue in the philosophical subfields of metaphysics 
and epistemology 

 Explain and evaluate metaphysical and epistemological 
theories and arguments 

 Distinguish the central metaphysical and 
epistemological views of specific philosophers working 
in different periods in the history of philosophy (e.g., 
ancient as opposed to modern) 

2 Assessment Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms 

3 Assessment Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2010 

4 Assessment Results 
Summary (attach any 
Data/Statistical Reports) 
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 

5 Discussion of Assessment 
Procedure and Results, and 
Effectiveness of Previous 
Improvement Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division 
and the discipline level. At the discipline level in philosophy, 
attention is focusing on the lowest mean score in each batch of 
student self-evaluation forms. In PHIL 212, all of the mean 
scores are above 4, which indicates that our outcomes are 
being achieved by the majority of our students. The lowest 
mean score (4.11) was in response to objective number five, “I 
can distinguish the central metaphysical and epistemological 
views of specific philosophers working in different periods in the 
history of philosophy (e.g., ancient as opposed to modern).” 
While the majority of students (21) said they could do this either 
“Very Well” or “Fairly Well”, a minority (7) said they were able to 
do this “Somewhat” or “Slightly”. We believe that the lower 
mean on objective five reflects the fact that the objective itself is 
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overly complex. 

6 Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements 
 

We propose: 
(1) Revising the wording of objective five (and its corresponding 
expression on the student self-assessment form) to read: 
“explain how philosophers in one period (e.g., ancient) 
approached metaphysics and epistemology differently from 
philosophers in another period (e.g., modern).” 
(2) Emphasize this aspect of the course material more explicitly 
(along the same lines as for PHIL 206).  
 
 

7 Description or evidence of 
dialog among course or 
program-level faculty about 
assessment plan and results  

The development and implementation of the assessment 
process for philosophy at both the program and the individual 
course level have involved input from full-time philosophy 
faculty, part-time philosophy faculty, and the division chair. 
Such input has been obtained by both face-to-face discussions 
and email exchanges. For example, after the first round of 
course assessment results were obtained, the data were 
shared with all philosophy faculty, who in turn offered their 
interpretations of the data and suggestions for improving 
outcome achievement in the area of each course that had the 
lowest mean score. All such input was then incorporated into a 
draft of the plan for implementation of improvements, which 
was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation with 
the division chair. 
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Course and Program Assessment Summary 
 

Division:     Soc Sci  Program:      Philosophy  Course(s):     PHIL 213 Date:       4/25/12 

Program Core/Required Courses:                      

Program Faculty:  Chris Gilbert 

Course to program outcome mapping document** is completed  Yes__X___   
         

1 Student Learning Outcome 
Statements  

□ Course 

PLEASE NOTE: This is the list of SLOs as they were written at 
the beginning of the assessment cycle. SLOs on current course 
syllabi will be slightly different, as explained below under 
“Recommended Changes & Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements.” 

 Interpret primary source texts in philosophy  

 Express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas in writing 
and, where appropriate, verbally 

 Identify and explain the basic questions and concerns at 
issue in ethics and social philosophy 

 Distinguish the central ethical and social-philosophical 
views of specific philosophers working in different periods in 
the history of philosophy (e.g., ancient as opposed to 
modern) 

 Explain and evaluate ethical and social-philosophical 
theories and arguments 

 Distinguish between ethical theories and normative 
applications thereof  

2 Assessment Methods Plan 
 

Student self-assessment forms: 
1. I can interpret primary source texts in philosophy.  
2. I am able to express, explain, and defend philosophical ideas 
in writing and/or verbally.  
3. I have gained the ability to identify and explain the basic 
questions and concerns at issue in ethics and social 
philosophy.  
4. I can distinguish the central ethical and social-philosophical 
views of specific philosophers working in different periods in the 
history of philosophy (e.g., ancient as opposed to modern).  
5. I can explain and evaluate ethical and social-philosophical 
theories and arguments.  
6. I can distinguish between ethical theories and normative 
applications thereof.  
 

3 Assessment Administration 
Plan  
 

Student self-assessment administered Spring 2011 

4 Assessment Results 
Summary (attach any 
Data/Statistical Reports) 
 

[Data deleted for CPPR] 
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5 Discussion of Assessment 
Procedure and Results, and 
Effectiveness of Previous 
Improvement Plans  

Outcomes assessment is being discussed at both the division 
and the discipline level. At the discipline level in philosophy, 
attention is focusing on the lowest mean score in each batch of 
student self-evaluation forms. In PHIL 213, all of the mean 
scores are above 4, which indicates that our outcomes are 
being achieved by the majority of our students. The lowest 
mean score (4.07) was in response to objective number five, “I 
can distinguish between ethical theories and normative 
applications thereof.” While the majority of students (23) said 
they could do this either “Very Well” or “Fairly Well”, a minority 
(4) said they were able to do this “Somewhat” or “Slightly”. We 
believe that the lower mean on objective five reflects the fact 
that the objective itself is overly complex. 

6 Recommended Changes & 
Plans for Implementation of 
Improvements 
 

We propose: 
(1) Revising the wording of objective five (and its corresponding 
expression on the student self-assessment form) as follows: 
“apply an ethical theory to a practical situation to determine 
what the theory would tell us to do in that situation.” (This 
change in wording does not substantially change the intent of 
the objective itself.)  
(2) Emphasizing this aspect of the course material more 
explicitly (e.g., theory x says that we should always do y; so 
what result would that theory yield if we applied it to practical 
issue z?) 
 

7 Description or evidence of 
dialog among course or 
program-level faculty about 
assessment plan and results  

The development and implementation of the assessment 
process for philosophy at both the program and the individual 
course level have involved input from full-time philosophy 
faculty, part-time philosophy faculty, and the division chair. 
Such input has been obtained by both face-to-face discussions 
and email exchanges. For example, after the first round of 
course assessment results were obtained, the data were 
shared with all philosophy faculty, who in turn offered their 
interpretations of the data and suggestions for improving 
outcome achievement in the area of each course that had the 
lowest mean score. All such input was then incorporated into a 
draft of the plan for implementation of improvements, which 
was in turn vetted by all philosophy faculty in consultation with 
the division chair. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


