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Program Mission Statement 
The purpose of Historical Fields of Study (FSHT) is to introduce students to the practices of historical 
interpretation by identifying pertinent questions about the past posed by scholars and the methods used to 
answer them.  Students enrolled in these courses will learn to become critical readers and clear 
communicators with the ability to assess the types and limits of historical evidence, the various 
methodological and theoretical approaches to interpreting primary texts, and the art of making persuasive 
claims about past events, ideas, social structures, cultural practices and the physical environment. These 
goals will be accomplished by completing at least one of the FSHT courses offered at the University of 
Richmond. 

Means of Assessment and Targets 

Learning Outcome 1 
Outcome Description Students will demonstrate historical thinking through the contextual analysis of 

primary sources that addresses the nature and limits of historical evidence and 
engages in larger historical questions about past events, ideas, institutions, social 
structures, cultural practices and physical environment. 
 

Target No more than 30% of students will be rated “unacceptable” on this objective. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSHT credit will be assessed on this objective by 
the instructor as described in the process document. 

Means of Assessment Students’ achievement of this objective will be assessed using an embedded 
assessment item selected by the instructor. This may take the form of a research 
paper or other assignment or examination question –whatever is determined to be 
most appropriate for this learning objective. 



Means of Scoring Student work will be scored using a standardized rubric by faculty members 
teaching the courses. Scores will be reported for each category on the rubric in raw 
numbers for each scale point category. See attached rubric. 

Learning Outcome 2 
Outcome Description Students will become aware of the various interpretations advanced and methods 

used in a given area of historical study. 
 

Target No more than 30% of students will be rated “unacceptable” on this objective. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSHT credit will be assessed on this objective by 
the instructor as described in the process document. 

Means of Assessment Students’ achievement of this objective will be assessed using an embedded 
assessment item selected by the instructor. This may take the form of a research 
paper or other assignment or examination question –whatever is determined to be 
most appropriate for this learning objective. 

Means of Scoring Student work will be scored using a standardized rubric by faculty members 
teaching the courses. Scores will be reported for each category on the rubric in raw 
numbers for each scale point category. See attached rubric. 

Learning Outcome 3 
Outcome Description Students will learn to formulate, advance, and properly document historical 

arguments, drawing on appropriate primary and secondary sources and other 
research aids. 

Target No more than 30% of students will be rated “unacceptable” on this objective. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSHT credit will be assessed on this objective by 
the instructor as described in the process document. 

Means of Assessment Students’ achievement of this objective will be assessed using an embedded 
assessment item selected by the instructor. This may take the form of a research 
paper or other assignment or examination question –whatever is determined to be 
most appropriate for this learning objective. 

Means of Scoring Student work will be scored using a standardized rubric by faculty members 
teaching the courses. Scores will be reported for each category on the rubric in raw 
numbers for each scale point category. See attached rubric. 

Plan for Use and Dissemination 
How will data be used 
to make decisions? 

Individual faculty teaching a course being assessed will compare the course results 
to the aggregate results for the entire set of assessed courses to see if one or more 
of the learning objectives are not being met by a sufficient/expected number of 
students. Adjustments to the course will be made by the instructor to enhance 
attainment of the learning objectives in subsequent offerings of the course. 
 
If the General Education Committee sees that in the aggregate the targets are not 
being met, then it may initiate workshops and other activities involving all faculty 
teaching in the field of study. The goal will be to enable faculty to consider ways to 
increase the number of students obtaining the learning objectives. 
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How will results be 
shared? 

Results from individual courses will be submitted via an on-line system to an 
individual designated by the General Education Committee. That individual will 
create a summary report for the General Education Committee’s use. All 
instructors teaching in the field of study will receive a copy of the report. The 
report will be posted on the Office of Institutional Effectiveness Web site and 
shared with senior academic administrators. 

 

Assessment Rubric for FSHT 
 
Objective 1: “Students will demonstrate historical thinking through the contextual analysis 
of primary sources that address the nature and limits of historical evidence and engages in 
larger historical questions about past events, ideas, institutions, social structures, cultural 
practices, and physical environments.” 

Exemplary: The student’s work demonstrates the ability to move outward from a nuanced reading of 
primary texts to make larger claims about past events, ideas, institutions, social structures, cultural 
practices, and physical environments; the student’s work will mobilize evidence from primary source texts 
into a sequential argument that progresses logically toward proving an appropriate and sophisticated thesis; 
the student’s work will judiciously employ secondary literature to advance their own interpretation of 
primary texts; the student’s work will recognize the limitations of available primary texts and acknowledge 
potential counterarguments. 

Proficient: The student’s work demonstrates the ability to move beyond the recitation of historical “facts” 
but produce arguments with occasional unsupported claims and/or unrelated ideas and examples drawn 
from primary texts; organize their argument around a clearly-defined and yet simplistic, obvious, or 
derivative thesis; the student’s work will make appropriate judgments regarding the weight that should be 
assigned to specific examples derived from primary texts; the student’s work will avoid anachronistic 
interpretations by recognizing time/period-specific language and other contextual issues represented in 
primary texts. 

Marginal: The student’s work demonstrates inability to explain why or how examples from primary texts 
allow them to make a significant claim about past events, ideas, institutions, social structures, cultural 
practices, or physical environments; the student’s work will list “facts” from primary texts but fail to 
organize them into a coherent argument; the student’s work will confuse and/or conflate the arguments of 
modern scholars with positions advanced in historical texts; the student’s work will rely on secondary 
literature to carry the burden of his/her argument. 

Unacceptable: The student’s work demonstrates a failure to establish even a rudimentary thesis; the 
student’s work will fail to differentiate between primary and secondary texts; the student’s work will 
assume that the study of history is objective and unbiased; the student’s work will summarize the contents 
of primary texts; the student’s work will advance anachronistic claims about primary texts. 
 
Objective 2:  “Students will become aware of the various interpretations advanced and 
methods used in a given area of historical study.” 
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Exemplary:  The student’s work demonstrates discriminating understanding of the variousness of 
historical interpretations and methods and of the relationship between method and interpretation.  

Proficient:  The student’s work demonstrates a basic, if unnuanced, understanding of the variousness of 
historical interpretations and methods and of the relationship between method and interpretation.  

Marginal:  The student’s work demonstrates limited understanding of the variousness of historical 
interpretations and methods and of the relationship between method and interpretation.  

Unacceptable:  The student’s work demonstrates little to no understanding of the variousness of 
historical interpretations and methods and of the relationship between method and interpretation.  
 
 
Objective 3:  “Students will learn to formulate, advance, and properly document historical 
arguments, drawing on appropriate primary and secondary sources and other research 
aids.”  
 
Exemplary: The student’s work demonstrates the highest analytical abilities, advancing an independent 
argument that is complex, nuanced, logical, and well-structured and drawing critically and skillfully on 
appropriate sources to support the thesis. It is virtually free of writing errors and properly documented. 
 
Proficient: The student’s work demonstrates good analytical abilities, forwarding an independent 
argument with some weaknesses in complexity, logic, and structure and drawing satisfactorily on 
appropriate sources to support the thesis.  It shows minor errors in writing and in proper documentation. 
 
Marginal: The student’s work demonstrates very weak analytical abilities, either favoring description over 
argument or presenting an argument marred by failings in logic, structure, basic understanding of the 
relevant facts, and deployment of other sources. It is clumsy and imprecise in expression and inconsistently 
documented.   
 
Unacceptable: The student’s work demonstrates an inability to forward a logically consistent and well-
supported argument.  It is so poorly written that it is difficult to understand and is insufficiently and 
improperly documented.  
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