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MISSION
The Department of English supports the University’s mission by providing opportunities for our students to develop literacy, critical thinking, and communication skills, as well as the knowledge of literature and the aesthetic appreciation expected of culturally literate citizens and future teachers in our public schools.

PROGRAM GOALS  
· Provide all Stanislaus students the opportunity to achieve appropriate levels of proficiency in written communication

· Share with our students a rich variety of American, British, and World texts

· Guide our students to develop a broad range of interpretive abilities and analytical skills

· Present the historical, cultural, and technical information necessary for students to become competent readers and scholars

· Assist our students in the continual process of improving formal writing skills

· Provide opportunities for students to practice their oral communication skills

· Support our students as they prepare for and enter into professional life

· Engage prospective teachers in the philosophy and practice of teaching language arts in secondary schools.  (Dept 06/07 Strategic Plan)

· The RTW program aims to train teachers equipped to approach writing as a developmental process contingent upon cognitive development and experience occurring within unstable rhetorical situations, socially and intertextually constructed.  Teachers should be equipped to address writing from multiple perspectives and through flexible thinking.  Their classrooms should become sites where students learn to understand and combat manipulation by institutionalized forms of rhetoric.

STUDENT LEARNING GOALS/OBJECTIVES
Successful students will…
· Understand the historical development and major theories of rhetoric and composition.
· Master and apply the techniques of rhetorical analysis
· Acquire the abilities necessary to become professionals in the field of composition and rhetoric, whether as teachers or as other professionals.

HOW WILL DATA BE COLLECTED?

DIRECT

· Comprehensive examinations
· Thesis or project (optional for students with GPA over 3.5)

· Capstone project (80-100 page research paper)

· Individual/Group projects

· Embedded Assessment

· Fieldwork/Internship

· Locally developed Exams

· Student Presentations

INDIRECT

· Student surveys (program)
· Employer surveys

· Student evaluation of courses

HOW DID FACULTY USE THE DATA?  WHEN DID FACULTY MEET TO DISCUSS FINDINGS?

Monthly faculty meetings; April 27, 2007, English Department Faculty Retreat

WHAT RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVING STUDENT LEARNING WERE MADE?
· Several years ago, realized student essays on comprehensive exams were not strong; revised courses to require midterms and finals with similar essay component

· Course 5020 Assessment developed, graduate students integrate program assessment as a class project

Were any changes made to the Assessment Plan? If so, what were they?

· Use 2007-09 Strategic Plan as a working document, now focusing on documenting process while maintaining academic freedom

· Currently discussing a single exit survey for all concentrations using the TESOL survey as a model

· Currently discussing development of a checklist for grading comprehensive exams
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