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Program Mission Statement 
Courses satisfying the literary studies (FSLT) requirement are centrally concerned with the textual analysis 
of primary works. They consider a variety of interpretive frameworks and attend to one or more collateral 
areas of investigation, including the study of the process by which texts are created and received, the 
historical and cultural contexts in which they are created, distributed, and received, and their relationships 
to each other and to other fields of experience and analysis. The field of literary studies brings its 
perspectives and methods to bear on imaginative and non-imaginative works alike.  
 
Literary Studies courses are designed to provide students with the tools to analyze and interpret a variety of 
verbal texts. The achievement of these goals will be evaluated through critical analyses in the form of 
writing assignments, student projects and presentations, and examinations, although not all of these 
methods of evaluation will be used in every individual course.  
 
Means of Assessment and Targets 
 
NOTE: Outcome 1 must be met by all courses. Each course will also meet one or more of 
outcomes 2, 3, 4. 
 
Learning Outcome 1 
Outcome Description Students will demonstrate through their work their ability to apply a variety of 

interpretive frameworks appropriate to a particular analysis of verbal texts. 

Target At most 30% of students will have an “unacceptable” rating. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSLT credit will be assessed on this objective by 
the instructor as described in the process document. 
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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 demonstrate through their work an understanding of the ways in 

which texts are created, distributed, and received to serve specific ends. 

Target At most 30% of students will have an “unacceptable” rating. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSLT 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 demonstrate through their work their ability to interpret and analyze 

texts in their cultural, historical, and experiential contexts. 

Target At most 30% of students will have an “unacceptable” rating. 

Data Source All students taking a course for FSLT 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 4 
Outcome Description Students will demonstrate through their work their ability to interpret and analyze 

texts in relation to one another. 

Target At most 30% of students will have an “unacceptable” rating. 

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

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 Field of Study FSLT 
Objective 1:  “Students will demonstrate through their work their ability to apply a variety of 
interpretive frameworks appropriate to a particular analysis of verbal texts.” 
 
Exemplary: The student’s work demonstrates an ability to prosecute interpretive arguments that are 
clearly expressed and logically consistent. The work shows that the student has a clear and consistent 
ability to choose and apply interpretive frameworks that are appropriate to their particular analysis.  
Interpretive terminology is used in an accurate, rigorous, and consistent manner. 
 
Proficient:  Demonstrates ability to work with interpretive frameworks appropriate to a particular 
analysis.  Terminology is used in a mostly consistent and correct manner.   
 
Marginal:  Demonstrates limited understanding of particular interpretive frameworks and limited ability 
to apply them. Mastery of terminology is weak. 
 
Unacceptable:  Understanding of appropriate frameworks is confused and/or incorrect. Use of 
terminology hampered by frequent errors and inconsistencies. Demonstrates such serious flaws in style 
(especially in grammar, syntax, and usage) that it is often impossible to understand the student’s 
intended meanings. 
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NOTE: The rating of “Not Applicable” may be used for some but not all of objectives 2, 3, and 4. 
 
Objective 2: “Students will demonstrate through their work an understanding of the ways in which 
texts are created and received to serve specific ends.” 
 
Exemplary: The student’s work demonstrates an ability to prosecute interpretive arguments that are 
clearly expressed and logically consistent. The work shows an acute and sophisticated understanding of 
the ways in which texts are created, distributed, and received to serve specific ends. 
 
Proficient: Demonstrates a clear and largely convincing understanding of the ways in which texts are 
created, distributed, and received to serve specific ends. 
 
Marginal: Demonstrates only a partial, or a partially confused, understanding of the ways in which texts 
are created, distributed, and received to serve specific ends. 
  
Unacceptable: The student’s work reveals a lack of understanding or awareness of the ways in which 
texts are created, distributed, and received to serve specific ends. Demonstrates such serious flaws in 
style (especially in grammar, syntax, and usage) that it is often impossible to understand the student’s 
intended meanings. 
 
 
Objective 3:  “Students will demonstrate through their work their ability to interpret and analyze texts 
in their cultural, historical, and experiential contexts.” 
 
Exemplary:  The student’s work demonstrates ability to prosecute interpretive arguments that are 
clearly expressed, logically consistent, and dependant upon accurate reference to cultural, historical, 
and experiential contexts. Shows consistent mastery of relevant primary and/or secondary materials. 
 
Proficient:  Demonstrates an ability to prosecute arguments with only minor flaws in logic and structure, 
as well as only minor errors in reference to contexts. Exhibits minor errors in the use of relevant primary 
and/or secondary materials. 
 
Marginal:   Presentation hampered by serious flaws in logic and rhetorical structure, as well as stylistic 
flaws that lead to unclear or imprecise expressions.  Exhibits a general grasp of the context and the 
relevant primary and/or secondary materials, but fails to show mastery of important details. 
 
Unacceptable:  Shows a lack of understanding of relevant contexts and of relevant primary and/or 
secondary materials.  Demonstrates an inability to prosecute a logically consistent interpretive 
argument and/or demonstrates such serious flaws in style (especially in grammar, syntax, and usage) 
that it is often impossible to understand the student’s intended meanings. 
 
 
Objective 4:  “Students will demonstrate through their work their ability to interpret and analyze texts 
in relation to one another.”  
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Exemplary: The student’s work demonstrates an ability to prosecute interpretive arguments that are 
clearly expressed and logically consistent. The work shows an acute and sophisticated understanding of 
how texts may be read and interpreted in relation to one another. The choices of text and/or any 
relevant points of comparison with other texts are appropriate to the concerns of the student’s 
argument, and the student demonstrates an understanding of all relevant thematic and/or formal 
elements of these texts.  
 
Proficient:  Demonstrates a solid understanding of how texts may be read and interpreted in relation to 
one another.  The choices of text and/or any relevant points of comparison with other texts are for the 
most part appropriate to the concerns of the student’s argument, and the student demonstrates an 
understanding of most of the relevant thematic and/or formal elements of these texts.   
 
Marginal:  The student’s work demonstrates a basic, but inconsistent understanding of how texts may 
be read and interpreted in relation to one another.  The choices of text and/or any relevant points of 
comparison with other texts are often inappropriate to the concerns of the student’s argument, and the 
student demonstrates a flawed understanding of most of the relevant thematic and/or formal elements 
of these texts.  
 
Unacceptable: The student’s work demonstrates a lack of understanding of how texts may be read and 
interpreted in relation to one another.  The choices of text and/or any relevant points of comparison 
with other texts are inappropriate to the concerns of the student’s argument, and the work reveals a 
lack of understanding of the relevant thematic and/or formal elements of these texts. Demonstrates 
such serious flaws in style (especially in grammar, syntax, and usage) that it is often impossible to 
understand the student’s intended meanings. 
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