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Department of Mathematics

In thinking about the results of the 2009 R/ Assessment, a couple of points
seem to be worth noting. The first is tied to the number of student papers that
were requested for assessment but were not returned, presumably because the
student in question had dropped the course or chose not to take the course’s
final examination. As 42 of 169 requested students did not have papers returned
to the committee, it is tempting to conclude that fully 25% of the students
who register for R/ courses do not complete the course. Regardless of whether
those students would have fared well in the assessment, it does seem that more
care could be taken with students who enroll in these courses have successful
experiences in these courses. This, of course, would imply that more time and
resources be devoted to these courses by Departments and instructors.

In comparing the results of the 2009 assessment and the 2006 assessment
it is notable that although the number of students who were assessed as “Not
Meeting” the various learning outcomes did not seem to change significantly,
the number of students who were placed into the “Approaching Standards” was
significantly higher in the latest assessment, particularly in the three outcomes
Interpret & Draw Inferences, Represent, and Solve Problems. Similarly, the
number of students who were judged to have “Exceeded Standards” was much
lower in 2009 than in 2006. What is difficult to judge is whether these changes
were due to differences in the assessment procedures and the people performing
the assessment as opposed to actual differences in the work presented by the
students.

(The 2006 results are available at
https://wiki.geneseo.edu:8443/display/acadassess/Num-Sym+Assessment+Results+2005-2006.)
By whatever measure, it seems clear that the vast majority of Geneseo stu-

dents who complete the R/ course are at least approaching competence in the
various learning outcomes listed in the assessment rubric. It is not clear at all
that the instructors of the courses are aware of the learning outcomes spec-
ified in the rubric, so it is not clear that the instruction in these courses is
directed toward these outcomes. Likewise, it is not at all clear that students
in R/ courses are aware that these learning outcomes should be part of their



expectations of these courses. Perhaps Geneseo might consider promoting these
learning outcomes in R/ courses so that faculty and students are more aware
of their existence. The courses that fulfill the R/ requirement are very diverse,
and a broader awareness of these unifying Learning Outcomes could give some
unity to these courses that they do not currently have.


