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Background

In 2002 the Art Department made changes in its curriculum, increasing the number of hours in the B.A. degree from 36 to 48.  This change was prompted in part by information gained from formal and informal assessment as well as by guidelines established by the National Association of Schools of Art and Design.

In Spring Semester 2003, the Art Department undertook a review of its assessment process. After completion of the review, the department concluded that its assessment process should be revised. 

A new process was implemented in 2004. The revised process utilizes multiple instruments and is intended to provide more practical and useful information related to program goals and outcomes.

Goals

Goals were originally developed by the Art Department faculty in 1995.  The faculty updated these goals in Spring Semester 2003 to better reflect the curriculum that had been revised in 2002. 

We have established several broad principal goals for all our courses and the baccalaureate program. All students are required to take both Studio Art and Art History classes. To clarify, as suggested in the 2006 Assessment Report Review, these five goals apply to all students pursuing a B.A. degree in Art. For example, Goal #1 addresses issues that would apply to both Art History courses (“the study…of works of art”) and Studio Art courses (“the…creation of works of art”).  
1.  To develop a student's perceptual and conceptual abilities through the study and      creation of works of art.

2. To encourage the critical understanding of the relationship between art and society. 

3. To provide a foundation for professional training.

4. To understand the issues and opportunities raised by the visual arts. 

5. To understand the significance of art relative to human values.
Outcomes

Outcomes were originally developed by Art Department faculty in 1995. The faculty updated these outcomes in Spring Semester 2003 to better reflect curriculum revised in 2002. 

Studio Art 

Teaches students to:
1. Draw realistically and expressively.

2. Understand the characteristics and practical application of the fundamental elements   of two-dimensional and three-dimensional art and design.

3. Develop concepts and content for art works that utilize the fundamental elements of two-dimensional and three-dimensional art and design. 

Art Education

Students in Art Education must also complete the Studio Art sequence. Their education component comes primarily from the College of Education. In addition to meeting the outcomes described above for Studio Art, Art Education students must also be capable of:

1. Teaching art in a non-traditional setting such as a community center, senior facility, or detention center (ART 441-Art in Social and Vocational Contexts).

2. Teaching art criticism and aesthetics in a K-12 setting (ART 341-Valuing Processes).

Art History

Teaches students to:

1. Participate in and lead critiques of artwork and the aesthetic judgment making process.

2. Differentiate the artistic periods and styles from Prehistoric to late 20th century.

3. "Read" the non-verbal language of visual forms.

4. Develop research and writing skills.

Research Methods

During 2004-2005, the new assessment process began implementation. 2005-2006 was the second year of implementation, and the first year to include data from both entrance and exit surveys. 2007-2008 is the third year to include data from both entrance and exit surveys.

Entrance surveys

Distribution of entrance surveys to Art students began in Spring Semester 2005. The initial plan was to focus only on collecting data from Art majors. After discussion, faculty agreed that a revised form, distributed to all students in 100 level Art classes, would gather information from a wider cross section of students, including but not limited to Art majors.  Distribution of the new survey form began in Spring Semester 2006.

Exit surveys

     Distribution of exit surveys to all graduating Art majors began in Spring Semester 2005. Exit surveys focus on rating graduating students’ educational experiences including preparation to meet their career goal(s). Surveys are mailed or given in person to all graduating art majors. 

Evaluation of Student Work

Studio Art 

• Studio faculty devised rubrics for evaluating student art exhibitions.

• Studio faculty completed rubric forms evaluating the Annual Student Exhibition. 

• External jurors provided evaluations of the Annual Student Exhibition.

Art Education

Faculty in Art Education completed rubric forms evaluating student work in the two  required Art Education courses, Art 341 and Art 441.  

Art History

Art History faculty devised rubrics for evaluating student papers and presentations in 2005. These rubrics are used to evaluate papers at the 200 level in introductory Art History courses. We also used the rubrics to evaluate students in seminar courses, all of which are listed as ART 495. All Art majors are required to take two 200 level Art History courses and at least one 400 level seminar.

Art History faculty evaluated student work in a minimum of ten percent of introductory and seminar classes in Art History (thirteen 200-level papers and twelve seminar papers).

Findings

Entrance Surveys

While last year’s assessment was described as “strong,” by Dr. Rosemary Sutton, among the “minor suggestions” her team made in evaluating last year’s report was to include actual percentages to improve data analyses and to better compare results to earlier years. In response to that recommendation, actual percentages have been assigned to all findings from entrance and exit surveys going back to 2006, the first year that both entrance and exit surveys were completed under the revised assessment process. 

Percentages from the last three years have been compiled in the appendix for easier comparison.  The number of completed entrance surveys declined this year, although Art Department enrollment increased 27% (3076 SCH) in Spring 08 as compared to Spring 07 (2416 SCH). 

In 2008, 75% of students completing surveys entered as transfer students and 13% came as entering freshman. These findings are consistent with previous years. For example, in 2007, 61% entered the program as transfer students as compared to 13% entering as incoming freshmen. In 2006, 77% of students completing entrance surveys entered the program as transfer students, as compared to 16% as incoming freshmen. 

Regarding career goals, in 2008, the largest percentage was Graphic Designer with 44%. The next largest percentage was Art Teacher at 36% and Artist at 22%. In 2007, the two largest numbers of entries were for Graphic Designer and Artist, with 50% listing Graphic Designer, 48% listing Artist, 25% listing Art Teacher. In 2006, Artist (33%) and Graphic Designer (31%) were the most popular career goals indicated. 27% listed Teacher as the career goal.

In Studio Art, students were asked which studio areas they had the most interest in studying. Drawing (44%), Graphic Design (41%), and Painting (36%) had the largest number of entries in 2008 as they did last year and every year except for 2006 when Photography led with 52%.

In Art History, students again indicated the greatest degree of interest in studying Contemporary/Modern (66%). Renaissance/Baroque (36%) was next, mirroring last year’s findings.

In response to why they have chosen to take classes at the Cleveland State University Art Department, the large majority (88%) cited Location, followed strongly by Affordability (63%). Again, these findings mirror last year’s. The compilation and comparison of all percentages for the last three years is in the appendix.

Exit Surveys

Twenty-six students graduated with a B.A. in Art in Fall Semester 2007.  Eight students completed exit surveys. As with the smaller number of entrance surveys received this year, the department is committed to placing greater emphasis on increasing the number of completed exit surveys next year.

2008 is the third year that data from exit surveys is available for study. Students were asked to rate their experiences in the Art Department using a five point system in which 5 is the highest. 

In this year’s survey, regarding the question of their overall educational experience, 

50% rated it at 5, with the next largest percentage (38%) rating it a 4. Regarding preparation for career goal(s) the largest percentage (50%) rated the department at 5, with 50% rating the department a 4. In rating the effectiveness of the specific areas, the Office Staff led with 85% of exit surveys rating them a 5. Teaching and the Art Gallery were  rated next highest, each receiving a 5 on 62% of surveys. Teaching and the Art Gallery were rated as highest in last year’s survey. Facilities and Equipment were again rated lowest at 2.7. 100% of students completing surveys this year said they would recommend the CSU Art Program to others. 

     The compilation and comparison of all entrance and exit survey percentages for the last three years is in the appendix.
Evaluation of Student Work 

Studio Art

Annual Student Exhibition - Organized by the Student Organization for the Fine Arts, the Annual Student Exhibition is open to all Art students, including first year students. Students in SOFA choose the format for the show, choose the external jurors, publicize the event, and secure sponsors for prizes from local businesses, all strong examples of engaged learning, in which they directly interact with the community. In reviewing the external jurors’ statements and the faculty evaluations of artwork from this exhibition, the Assessment Committee again agreed there was evidence that students were meeting program goals and outcomes. The rating scale was 1 to 5, with 5 being the highest. 

Overall, this year’s exhibition was rated 3.75 by faculty, as compared to last year’s, which was rated 4.25, while the 2006 show was rated 3.75. See appendix for Studio Art rubrics.

The American Institute of Graphic Artists (AIGA) Student Exhibition – is held every other year.  It will return next year. Next year’s show will be evaluated based on rubrics developed by Graphic Design faculty in 2005.

Merit Scholarship applications – After discussion, the committee has decided to discontinue inclusion of the annual Merit Scholarship application information and votes in the assessment report. The data has varied little from year to year, and evaluates some students who are not yet in the program and some others who do not enter the program. It does not produce valuable information related to program outcomes.

Student Ceramics Sale - Twice each school year, students in the Ceramics area, under the guidance of Prof. Richard Schneider, organize a sale of students’ ceramic art works. This show is open to all students in Ceramics. The prior three Ceramic Sales have each averaged $10,972 in sales, generating a total of $32,918 in revenue (divided between students and the Art Department Quasi-Endowment). During two sales in 2007-2008, students sold a total of $19,129, an increase over last year’s total of $16,043. This past Fall Semester showed $10,200.00 in sales and this Spring Semester $8,929.00 in sales. 
Art Education 

Rubrics used a five point rating scale. Students in Art 341 were rated at 5 in five categories and 4 in four categories. Students in Art 441 were rated 5 in all. Full list of rubrics is in appendix.

Art History

The committee examined both 200-level short papers and 400-level papers from seminars. Of the 200-level papers examined, most were found to be proficient at their respective levels, while two were exemplary, two were emerging, and one was unacceptable. Full list of rubrics is in appendix.

Review of Findings

Studio Art 
     Annual Student Exhibition – In reviewing the results of the faculty evaluation forms, there were not dramatic differences from last year’s results, though the show was rated overall as being lower in quality than last year’s (4.25 v. 3.75). In individual categories, there was consistency with previous year’s findings in most categories, with the exception of three-dimensional color and line, which were rated 2.5, and 2 respectively, as compared to 4 and 4 last year. A part of the reason for this change may be that the external jurors chose a relatively small number of three-dimensional artworks for this year’s show. Overall, external jurors’ comments were positive but stated that, “we were struck by an apparent disinterest in current modes of art-making ...” See Actions section for response.

The American Institute of Graphic Artists (AIGA) Student Exhibition - In lieu of mounting an exhibition this year, the student chapter of the AIGA had an exciting engaged learning opportunity, working in collaboration with Cuyahoga County officials to develop designs for a street banner project for the city.


Student Ceramics Sale – With an increase in the total amount of work sold, the Student Ceramic Sale continues to offer evidence that students are producing artworks which are at a professional level, based on their acceptance in the marketplace. The Student Ceramics sale could be pointed to as an example of an engaged learning activity. The students in Ceramics directly interact with the art-buying public in publicizing and creating work for each year’s shows. Many of the participants are Project 60 students.

In sum, the exit surveys, the evaluation of the Student Show by faculty and external jurors, and the continued success of the Ceramics Sale indicate that Studio Art majors are achieving the desired outcomes of being able to:

1. Draw realistically and expressively.

2. Understand the characteristics and practical application of the fundamental elements   of two-dimensional and three-dimensional art and design.

3. Develop concepts and content for art works that utilize the fundamental elements of two-dimensional and three-dimensional art and design. 

Art Education 

     Students in Art Education showed improvement in ART 441, receiving the highest rating of 5 in all categories. Students in Art 341 were also rated highly, receiving 5 in five categories and 4 in four categories. In Art 441 – Art in Social and Vocational Contexts, students work in non-traditional settings in the community such as senior centers, art community centers, and detention centers. This course helps students to achieve the stated goal, “To encourage the critical understanding of the relationship between art and society.” It is also an excellent example of engaged learning, where students directly interact with members of the community in real life settings.
Art History

The committee examined both 200-level short papers and 400-level papers from seminars.  Of the 200-level papers examined, most were found to be proficient at their respective levels, while two were exemplary, two emerging, and one unacceptable. 

Three or four seminars are taught per year, only by full-time tenure track faculty (Baskind, Bleeke, Curnow, Donaldson). We found some difference between the writing skills of the students in the 200-level and 400-level classes, but in the end we believe that an exemplary paper depends on whether the student attends class and follows directions (there were two exemplary seminar papers, two emerging, and the rest were proficient). For example, in seminar we require students to complete several assignments prior to turning in their final paper. Those students who complete their annotated bibliographies, paper outlines, and rough drafts tend to write proficient or exemplary papers, in part because we mentor them through the process of writing a research paper. In sum, we do not see a drastic difference between many 200-level and 400-level papers. Those students who are motivated or who came to CSU with some writing ability do fine. We believe that there needs to be a remedial writing/research course(s) for students. This course should also not be required for studio students. It would be much more beneficial for them to take a 300-level course. Most are lost in the seminar and we end up teaching them basic skills like grammar rather than ideas and research skills.

One area that tends to improve, in writing but also especially verbally, is the students’ ability to talk about art – to describe what they see in an articulate way and to begin to analyze what form, shape, color, and subject matter may contribute to meaning. 

Follow Up Actions

Studio Art

• Development of a concentration in New Media, where video and digital processes       

   converge. A draft of courses that might comprise a multimedia concentration has    

   been developed for faculty vote next year. Development of a concentration in 

   New Media will also address the reference by the external jurors of this year’s student 

   show to “an apparent disinterest in current modes of art making.”

• Successfully searched for and hired new tenure track Photography professor to fill 

   vacant position formerly held by the late Masumi Hayashi. Student surveys have  

   always indicated strong interest in this concentration.

• The Art Department participated in the Design a Life conference with a Ceramics 

   workshop led by Prof. Richard Schneider. The Art Department also loaned the use of 

   three studio classrooms for other Design a Life workshops. We were pleased to be a   

   part of this effort by the College of Science to intermingle the arts and health science in 

   an engaged learning community project.

Art Education

• New Art Education instructor completed her second year here, splitting teaching load 

   between Art Department and College of Education. Oksun Lee has begun to provide 

   badly needed direction to undergraduate, graduate, and licensure programs. The full-

   time Art Education position was vacant for two years prior to Lee’s arrival.

Art History

• 2007 recommendation: offer a broader range of Art History courses (dependent on    

   hiring new full-time faculty). Working to increase the range of Art History classes as    

   much as possible with adjunct faculty. We will offer History of Photography and  

   American Architecture next year, which have scored high in student interest in entrance   

   surveys.

• Request has been made for two positions in Art History, based on retirement of Asian 

   Art Historian and strong interest in Renaissance/Baroque, as indicated on entrance  

   surveys. Additional full-time faculty are vital to revive graduate program, which has 

   fewer students because of inadequate staffing.

General

• Achieved more prominent external signage for the Art Gallery. This was one of last    

  year’s goals that has been met. For the public to be made known of the location of 

  the Art Gallery is vital to its mission to educate and edify the campus and local 

   community. Exhibitions this year have included the Hayashi Memorial Exhibition, 

   Curious Terrain, and the current Focus Fiber 2008, a collaborative effort with the 

  Textile Arts Alliance, an affiliate group of the Cleveland Museum of Art. Also, in our    

  Community Gallery, we hosted an exhibition from Sankova Fine Arts, an African-

  American arts collective. We annually host an exhibition in conjunction with the 

  Hispanic Awareness celebration. We are planning an exhibition of international digital    

   art for Fall Semester 2008.These, and many other exhibitions in the CSU Art     

   Gallery are successful examples of the Art Gallery’s mission to engage with the greater   

   community. 

• In response to poor ratings for facilities on surveys, installed new digital audio/video     

presentation system in AB 202, funded through House Bill. We are also installing new sound system for Art Gallery to enable more exhibition of works utilizing new audio and video digital technologies, with funding from CLASS. More faculty in Studio area have been equipped with laptop computers and projectors for use in the classroom. Also, the Library and the CLASS Dean’s office is buying a license for ArtStor, the digital data base of images used by contemporary art historians. This will also allow us to address student concerns expressed on surveys regarding equipment, if not the facility itself. 

• Build administrative support for a new Art Building. We have seen some progress in this area, with plans for a new building being developed by the administration, including the commissioning of architect’s drawings. However, little progress has been seen in the last year. Exit surveys again rated “facilities/equipment” as the least effective area in the program. This speaks to the poor state of the Art Building, an aging structure that is clearly not recognized as a magnet-type facility. 

• Make it a priority to increase the number of completed entrance surveys next year by making certain that they are distributed to all appropriate classes. Develop strategies for getting a better return on exit surveys.

• Continue to consider what steps the department might take to better respond to the    increasing number of transfer students entering our classes, in terms of curriculum, possible articulation agreements, advising, etc. Last year, we increased advising for majors by having a graduate assistant from the CLASS Advising Office assigned to our students for 5-10 hours per week. The Chair met with most transfer students and evaluated transfer equivalencies.

• Art Department is developing or has developed capstone courses for all three areas of    

   the program, Studio Art, Art History, and Art Education. We are also working to have  

   many of our Art History courses accepted as fulfilling various Gen Ed requirements.   

   We see our role as offering arts education to students all across the college and the    

   university, not just to Art majors.

• Art Department enrollment increased 27% (3076 SCH) in Spring 08 as compared to  

   Spring 07 (2416 SCH). Develop additional strategies for increasing enrollment and   

   highlighting engaged learning opportunities.
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Entrance Survey Results – Undergraduate Art Major - 2006-2007-2008 

(Completed surveys – 2006 – 48; 2007- 52; 2008 – 36)

1.    Please check your current status:

2006

2007

2008
a,     Incoming freshman – 


8 (16%)

7 (13%)

5 (13%)

b.     Transfer student – 


37 (77%)
32 (61%)
27 (75%)

c.  Other – 




3 (6%)

12 (23%)
4 (11%)

2.    Please check highest level of previous art training:

a.    Elementary school – 


1 (2%)

0 (0%)

0 (0%)

        b.   Secondary school – 


6 (12%)

8 (15%) 

4 (11%)

c.    One to three college level art classes – 
25 (52%)
18 (34%)
16 (44%)

d.    More than three college level courses – 
24 (50%)
26 (50%)
27 (75%)

3.    What are your career goals?  (Check as many as apply)

a.    Artist – 




16 (33%)
25 (48%)
8 (22%)

b.    Art Historian – 



7 (14%)

4 (7%)

2 (5%)

        c.    Art Teacher – 



24 (50%)
13 (25%)
9 (36%)

d. Graphic designer – 


15 (31%)
26 (50%)
16 (44%)

e.     Other (please specify) – 


18 (37%)
3 (5%) 

3 (8%)

4.    What studio art area do you have the greatest interest in studying? (Check as many as apply)

        a.    Ceramics – 



8 (16%)

9 (17%)

6 (16%)

        b.    Drawing – 



23 (47%)
31 (59%)
16 (44%)

        c.    Graphic Design – 


21 (43%)
27 (51%)
15 (41%) 

e. Painting – 



21 (43%)
23 (44%)
13 (36%)

f. Photography – 



25 (52%)
16 (44%)
15 (28%)

g. Printmaking – 



7 (14%)

5 (9%)

3 (8%)

h. Sculpture – 



15 (31%)
11 (21%)
6 (16%)

        i.
Other – 




2 (4%)

5 (9%)

3 (8%) 

5.    What art historical areas do you have the greatest interest in studying? (Check as many as apply)

       a.    Asian – 




16 (33%)
18 (34%)
10 (27%)

       b.   African/African-American – 

11 (22%)
15 (28%)
10 (27%)

       c.    Medieval – 



18 (37%)
15 (28%)
8 (22%)

       d.    Contemporary/Modern – 


38 (79%)
31 (59%)
24 (66%)

e
Decorative Arts – 


12 (25%)
15 (28%)
12 (33%)

f
Renaissance/Baroque – 


29 (60%)
23 (44%)
13 (36%)

g
Architecture – 



16 (33%)
17 (32%)
11 (31%)

h
Other (please specify) – 


3 (6%)

6 (11%) 

4 (9%)

6.    Why have you chosen to take classes at the Cleveland State University Art Department? 

(Check as many as apply)

a.    Affordability – 



37 (77%)3
39 (75%)
23 (63%)

b.    Facilities/Equipment – 


12 (25%)
12 (23%)
11 (30%)

c.    Location – 



41 (85%)
45 (86%)
32 (88%)

d. Faculty – 



11 (22%)
20 (38%)
8 (22%)

e. Gallery – 



8 (16%)

10 (19%)
4 (11%)

f. Other – 




3 (6%)

5 (9%)

6 (16%)

2007 Exit Survey Results  - Undergraduate Art Major 

(Completed surveys – 2008 – 8; 2007 – 17; 2006 – 30)
Please check your major area of study:

2006 

2007

2008

• Art Education – 



2 (6%)

5 (29%)

5 (62%)

• Art History - Asian 

  African/African-American 

  Medieval

                        Contemporary/Modern – 

2 (6%)

1 (5%)

1 (13%)

                 Decorative Arts - 


1 (3%)

                         Renaissance/Baroque – 

2 (6%)

1 (13%)

          Other - 



5 (16%)

• Studio Art - Ceramics -  



1 (3%) 

1 (5%)

        Drawing – 



1 (3%)

4 (23%)

2 (25%)

        Graphic Design -  


10 (33%)
2 (11%)


        Painting – 



3 (10%)

3 (17%)

2 (25%)

        Photography – 


5 (16%)

2 (11%)

2 (25%)


        Printmaking -  


1 (3%)


        Sculpture -  



1 (3%) 

3 (17%)

(Please answer questions with 0 representing the lowest rating and 5 representing the highest rating).

1.    Please rate your overall educational experience in Cleveland State University Art Department.

2006 

2007

2008
Grade 5 = 




6 (20%)

4 (23%)

4 (50%)

Grade 4= 




12 (40%)
7 (41%)

3 (38%)

Grade 3= 




4 (13%)

1 (5%)

1 (12%)

Grade 2= 






3 (17%)

Grade 1= 




1 (3%)



Grade 0= 0 1(3%)

2.    How well do you think your educational experience increased your intellectual development?

Grade 5 = 




10 (33%)
5 (29%)

5 (62%)

Grade 4= 




12 (40%)
5 (29%)

3 (37%)

Grade 3= 




2 (6%)

3 (17%)0

Grade 2= 






3 (17%)

Grade 1= 




1 (3%)



Grade 0= 0

4. How well do you think your educational experience prepared you to reach your career goal(s)?  

Grade 5 = 




3 (10%)

4 (23%)

4 (50%)

Grade 4= 




16 (53%)
4 (23%)

4 (50%)

Grade 3= 




5 (16%)

6 (35%)



Grade 2= 




2 (6%)

2 (11%)




Grade 1= 






1 (2%) 



Grade 0= 0

2006

4.   Please rate the effectiveness of the following areas in the CSU Art Department:

	Teaching

Grade 5 = 10 (33%)

Grade 4= 12 (40%)

Grade 3=  0  

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 0

Grade 0= 0
	Curriculum 

Grade 5 = 5 (16%)

Grade 4= 9 (30%)

Grade 3= 5 (16%)

Grade 2= 2 (6%)

Grade 1= 1 (3%)

Grade 0= 0
	Gallery

Grade 5 = 7 (23%)

Grade 4= 13 (43%)

Grade 3= 5 (16%)

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 2 (6%)

Grade 0= 0

	Advising 

Grade 5 = 5 (16%)

Grade 4= 11 (36%)

Grade 3=  8 (26%)

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 2 (6%)

Grade 0= 2 (6%)

	Facilities/equipment

Grade 5 = 0

Grade 4= 10

Grade 3= 8 (26%)

Grade 2= 3 (10%)

Grade 1= 2 (6%)

Grade 0= 2 (6%)
	Office staff

Grade 5 = 9 (30%)

Grade 4= 7 (23%)

Grade 3= 4 (13%)

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 1 (3%)

Grade 0= 0


2007

 Please rate the effectiveness of the following areas in the CSU Art Department:

	Teaching

Grade 5 = 7 (41%)

Grade 4= 3 (17%)

Grade 3= 3 (17%) 

Grade 2= 2 (11%)

Grade 1= 1 (5%)

Grade 0= 0
	Curriculum 

Grade 5 = 5 (29%)

Grade 4= 4 (23%)

Grade 3= 3 (17%)

Grade 2= 2 (11%)

Grade 1= 1 (5%)

Grade 0= 0
	Gallery

Grade 5 = 8 (47%)

Grade 4= 5 (29%)

Grade 3= 2 (11%)

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 2 (11%)

Grade 0= 0

	Advising 

Grade 5 = 5 (29%)

Grade 4= 4 (23%)

Grade 3= 3 (17%)

Grade 2= 1 (5%)

Grade 1= 2 (11%)

Grade 0= 1 (5%)

	Facilities/equipment

Grade 5 = 2 (11%)

Grade 4= 3 (17%)

Grade 3= 6 (35%)

Grade 2= 2 (11%)

Grade 1= 2 (11%)

Grade 0= 1
	Office staff

Grade 5 = 5 (29%)

Grade 4= 5 (29%)

Grade 3= 3 (17%)

Grade 2= 1 (5%)

Grade 1= 1 (5%)

Grade 0= 1 (5%)


2008

Please rate the effectiveness of the following areas in the CSU Art Department:

	Teaching

Grade 5 = 5 (62%)

Grade 4= 2 (25%)

Grade 3= 1 (12%)

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 0

Grade 0= 0
	Curriculum 

Grade 5 = 2 (25%)

Grade 4= 3 (37%)

Grade 3= 2 (25%)

Grade 2= 1 12%)

Grade 1= 0

Grade 0= 0
	Gallery

Grade 5 = 5 (62%)

Grade 4= 3 (37%)

Grade 3= 0

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1=0

Grade 0= 0

	Advising 

Grade 5 = 4 (50%)

Grade 4= 2 (25%)

Grade 3=  0

Grade 2= 2 (25%)

Grade 1= 0

Grade 0= 0

	Facilities/equipment

Grade 5 = 2 (25%)

Grade 4= 3 (37%)

Grade 3= 1 (12%)

Grade 2= 2 (25%)

Grade 1=0

Grade 0= 0
	Office staff

Grade 5 = 7 (87%)

Grade 4= 1 (12%)

Grade 3= 0

Grade 2= 0

Grade 1= 0

Grade 0= 0


2006 

2007

2008
5.     How many years did it take for you to complete your degree? 

4 years - 




3 (10%)

4 (23%)



5 years – 




7 (23%)

6 (35%)

1 (12%)

6 years – 




3 (10%)

2 (11%)

2 (25%)

6.     Do you intend to go to graduate school?

        Yes – 




6 (20%)

6 (35%)

5 (62%)

No - 




5 (16%)

5 (29%)

0

Undecided – 




7 (23%)

7 (41%)

1(12%)

5. Based on your experiences here, would you recommend the CSU Art Department to other students seeking art training?   

2006 - Yes – 10 (33%) - No – 3 (10%)

2007 - Yes – 10 (58%) - No – 3 (17%)

2008 – Yes – 6 (100%) - No – 0 (0%)

2008 Annual Student Show Evaluation Summary 

Four Studio Art faculty completed rubric evaluation forms (5=highest;1=lowest). Average of these scores listed below:

1.
a.  Realistic drawing - 4

b.  Expressive drawing – 3.5

2.  Successful application of the following two-dimensional design elements:
a.   Color  - 3.5
b.   Value – 4.25
b. Line – 4
c. Texture – 4
d. Shape - 4
e. Composition/Design - 4.25

 3.  Successful application of the following three-dimensional design elements:
a. Color – 2.5
b. Line  - 2
c. Texture – 3.5
d. Form – 3.5
e. Shape - 3.75

f. Space – 3

g. Composition/Design - 4 

4.  Successful development of concepts and content – 3.75

5.  Technique/Craftsmanship – 3.75

6.   Presentation – 3.75

7.   Overall quality of work in this year’s student show – 3.75

2008 Student Art Exhibition Jurors’ Statements

Show Jurors’ Statement  

In assessing the work for this year’s Annual Student Art Show, we looked for pieces in which idea and craft came together to form coherent visual statements with a compelling formal structure, emotionally genuine impact, or intellectually challenging themes.

Our task as jurors was to establish, in our view, a level of quality among diverse media and approaches to art making that highlights the very best of the works submitted. We believe that the exhibition should provide, for the public and the university community, stellar examples of what Cleveland State University art students are currently producing.     

Figurative, rather than abstract work dominated the submissions, with a particularly strong affinity for portraiture. Commercial illustration influences, as opposed to fine arts, were especially dominant in a number of the works. Regarding the submissions overall, we were struck by an apparent disinterest in current modes of art making and by a preponderance of relatively small-scale works.

The works chosen for this exhibition are those that we believe demonstrate a level of creative achievement well worth celebrating.   

- Ann Albano, Director, The Sculpture Center

- Dan Tranberg, Art Critic, The Plain Dealer 

Award Juror’s Statement 

I was very honored to be asked by the Student Organization of Fine Art to select a handful of works from the Cleveland State 27th Annual Student Art Show, to receive special recognition based on artistic merit. Among the nearly sixty paintings, photographs, prints, drawings, and sculptural objects picked for this exhibit by jurors Ann Albano and Dan Tranberg I found many that I thought were of exceptional quality. The process of further winnowing such a group of works is very subjective, and I intend no definitive judgment in my choices. Aside from the limits of personal taste and orientation, there are difficulties inherent in any attempt to evaluate examples of artwork in isolation. Absent explication or commentary from either the artist herself or information from any other source, a well-informed judgment is impossible. On the other hand, as the jurors indicate in their statement, “compelling formal structure, emotionally genuine impact, or intellectually challenging themes,” possess a commonality that may be generally discerned

I am confident that each of the accomplished works singled out here deserves the viewer’s consideration, and further is a credit to Cleveland State University College of Liberal Arts and Social Sciences, its professors and students. I have tried to offer a friendly nod of recognition to an array of subjects, intentions, and approaches. In terms of technique these prize-winning pieces range from hyper-realisticto entirely abstract, and in materials from oil paint to steel, indicating something of the immense variety found in contemporary art.

- Douglas Max Utter, Art Critic, FreeTimes
2007-2008 Studio Art Assessment

Rubrics for Evaluating the Student Show 

5 - Exemplary: Highest rating. Students show sophisticated understanding and use of materials, techniques, and/or concepts. Work is approaching a professional level. 

4 - Proficient: Above average understanding of the use of materials, techniques, and/or concepts. Strong level of work. At the upper echelon for a student. Potential to reach professional level. 

3 - Emerging: Average understanding of the use of materials, techniques, and/or concepts. Work shows promise. May have reached an acceptable level of quality in comparison to other students. Potential for improvement.

2 - Poor: Below average understanding of the use of materials, techniques, and/or concepts. Work shows need for additional effort and training. Below average quality in comparison to other students. 

1 - Unacceptable: Unusually poor understanding of the use of materials, techniques, and/or concepts. The lowest rating.
2008 Art Education Assessment 

Rubric scores for evaluation of student work in the Art Education – 2008:

Art 341 - Valuing Processes in Visual Arts - Instructor – Oksun Lee

(5-highest;1-lowest)

Knowledge - 5

Understanding - 5

Verbal Skill - 4

Selection and articulation of lesson topic/objectives – 5

Planning – 5

Evaluation – 4

Research – 5

Analysis of learning - 5

Presentation – 5

Art 441 – Art in Social and Vocational Contexts - Instructor – Oksun Lee

Knowledge - 5

Understanding - 5

Verbal Skill - 4

Research - 5

Analysis - 5

Presentation - 5

2008 Art History Assessment

Rubrics for Evaluating Art History Papers:

Exemplary: Papers that demonstrate the ability to analyze and evaluate issues and concepts. Their analysis of causation and influences is fairly thorough. They demonstrate an understanding of content and context. They understand the visual aspects of works of art/architecture. They evidence research skills to find and evaluate the usefulness of source material and its appropriate applicability to the problem.

Proficient: Papers that show some ability demonstrate to analyze and evaluate issues and concepts relative to art/architectural history. They can apply concepts of chronology and causation. They draw from different perspectives, including formal ones, to examine issues. They are able to find and organize source material and apply it to a task.

Emerging: Papers demonstrate ability to explain issues of art/architectural historical content. They have a sense of historical sequence and understand that events in art/architectural history do not exist independently of each other. They can find and paraphrase source material and apply it to a problem.

Unacceptable: Papers do not demonstrate the ability to explain issues and concepts. Their explanations may be incomplete. They lack visual understanding of art/architecture. They view problems from a limited number of perspectives. Papers below a basic level of acceptability in the field of art/architectural history.
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