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1) Outcome to be assessed  

 

2) Means of assessment and 

criteria of success 

 

3) Summary of data collected 

 

4) Analysis of data 

 

5) Plan of action/what to do next 

Both of the operative outcomes of 

philosophy 112 are to be assessed. 

They are as follows: 
1 ) Demonstrate knowledge of 

the discipline of critical 

thinking, and     
2) Demonstrate the ability to 

critically analyze and evaluate 

topics. 

The means of assessment involved a 

pretest given on the second week of the 

semester, then retesting the students on 
the 15th week of the semester.  

 

The prompt was “Please fully describe 
critical thinking. How can reasoning 

fail?.” 

 
The grading scale of zero to three  

represents both the quality of information 

being presented by the student and the 
quality of the reasoning involved. 

 

The data collected represents the one 
class taught that semester. 

The data collected on the pretest totaled 

22 responses and broke down statistically 

as follows: 
 

40% zeros 

45% ones 
13% twos 

0%  threes 

 
 

 

The data collected on the post-test totaled 
16 responses and broke down statistically 

as follows: 

 
0% zeros 

6% ones 

43% twos 
50% threes 

 

I would judge that 70% scores of 2 or 3 
would represent a satisfactory score on 

the post-test. That criterion was met. 

The pretests were filled with faulty 

preconceptions, shallow consideration, very 

little solid data about various critical 
thinking, and little or no solid reasoning. 

 

Though there were a few post-tests that 
reflected an unwillingness to reconsider 

previously held faulty preconceptions, most 

retests reflected much more information 
about critical thinking, deeper consideration 

and some strong reasoning. 

Given that this is the seco nd semester 

this course has been taught, and that a 

satisfactory result has been generated, 
indeed, even better than the first, we will 

be interested in comparing these scores 

with future scores. 
 

These findings will be shared with the 

department generally and a discussion 
will follow regarding how we might 

adjust future practices such as pedagogy. 

 
 

 


