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I. Introduction

The graduate program in art history is a small program that builds upon the M.A. in history.  Students in the program take a combination of lecture courses and seminars in both history and art history.  Some choose to write a thesis and all must do a public colloquium presentation in order to graduate.  This year, two new students entered the program (although one dropped out during his first semester), and one finished her colloquium and will graduate in May.  Four graduate students were enrolled in classes, most part-time, and one was working on her thesis.  The program is a potential growth area for the Department.  We received seven applications in 2009-10; however, a majority of those applications were denied because the applicants did not meet the minimum requirements in terms of GPA, art history background, or foreign language preparation.  Growing the program would require active recruitment to bring in more qualified applicants.  It would also require a growth in the faculty: currently the graduate faculty
in art history is actually shrinking from four to three with the retirement of Dr. Donaldson.  His retirement also endangers the nature of the program as a comprehensive MA as we will be loosing graduate-level instruction in Asian art. Given this situation, the faculty are currently reluctant to actively recruit students into the program.

II.  Outcomes

As for the undergraduate program, outcomes for the M. A. program were originally developed in 1995 and updated in Spring 2003.   Given recent changes to the faculty (the addition of Dr. Bleeke and retirement of Dr. Donaldson), it may be time to revisit these outcomes, rubrics, and assessment procedures.

By the time M.A. students begin study at CSU, they should have acquired the same skills of undergraduate majors in Art History (particularly research skills).  Additionally, graduate students studying Art History should be able to: 

1. Analyze art historical source material critically.

2. Develop an original approach to material (and be able to verify that it is original).

3. Be fully flexible in the presentation of material (whether as a term paper, paragraph summary, website, museum tag, etc.).

3. Develop an understanding of what is yet to be researched. 

4. Develop an understanding of Art History as a career.

III. Evaluation of Student Work

The Art History faculty devised rubrics for evaluating graduate student papers and presentations.  Our evaluation is based on student performance in seminar presentations and papers, colloquia, and theses.   

Rubrics for Evaluating Graduate Art History Papers and Presentations:

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 are below a basic level of acceptability in the field of art/architectural history. 

IV. Findings

Graduate papers and presentations were evaluated by Dr. Bleeke and Dr. Curnow.  The two seminar papers/presentations assessed were both judged to be exemplary and the one colloquium presentation was considered proficient bordering on exemplary.

Both seminar papers/presentations were well researched, well organized, and extremely well written.  One paper did an excellent job of combining research from published sources with that deduced from Internet photographs (information unavailable elsewhere). The conceptual structure for this paper was ambitious and the student supported her contentions with great effectiveness.  The second paper did an outstanding job of both engaging with contemporary issues in the field and developing an original argument that makes a real contribution to scholarship.

For the colloquium, the student had chosen an interesting and very challenging topic, and found adequate research material in obscure places.   However, her analysis and interpretation of the material could have been more subtle and sophisticated.  The presentation itself was well organized, but less formal than it might have been.  The colloquium was quite strong, but it had the potential to be even better.
PAGE  
2

