
On January 21, 2021, 39 LHU faculty/staff met to listen to the report by Dr. Troy 

Dermota, Chair of the Outcomes Assessment Committee and Chemistry 

Professor, on the Three-Year Trends Results and Actions for two General 

Education Learning Outcomes.  Natural Sciences Inquiry and Critical Thinking 

trends were recently reported by and discussed by the General Education Sub-

Committee (GES) of the University Curriculum Committee (UCC).  The process 

takes time so that the data and actions are discussed at various stages before 

being received by the UCC after the GES submits the report.  Dr. Dermota 

presented the three-year trends for Natural Sciences Inquiry, a report he also 

compiled.  He also presented the trends report for Critical Thinking based on the 

information compiled by Elsa Winch and Dr Lynn Bruner.  Comments and 

suggestions were made by the presenter and faculty/staff. 

 

Natural Sciences Inquiry Findings and Discussion 

1. Results from the trends review show that students who were enrolled in 

laboratory classes performed better on the competencies for this set of 

learning outcomes than students who were enrolled in classes without labs. 

2. Actions taken by academic programs across the three years showed 

evidence of improving student learning in courses that had been taught 

regularly over the years. 

3. Competencies by students were met at an appropriate level. 

Further discussion included questions and comments related to data included in 

lab courses and data included in non-lab courses.  The data reported consisted of 

both types of course results.  It was suggested to also include data aggregated by 

type of class (lab and non-lab) so that results would include the total results as 

presented in this report and the aggregated by class results. 

 

Critical Thinking Findings and Discussion 

1. Discussion ensured related to the language in the current Critical Thinking 

rubric leaning to a focus on Philosophy course outcomes.  Comments and 

discussion included a recommendation to revisit the language of the rubric 

so that a broader view occurs in assessing Critical Thinking as it is done at 



other campuses.  This could be done with more of an emphasis on multiple 

types of measures and aligning to higher order thinking as seen in Bloom’s 

Taxonomy.  This allows multiple disciplines to engage better in the 

assessment of Critical Thinking. 

2. Discussion also revolved around the level of courses with approved Critical 

Thinking student learning outcomes.  The question was asked, “Can 100-

level courses really be compared with upper division courses for Critical 

Thinking learning outcomes?” 

3. Comments were made that the areas of the rubric with common challenges 

for students included the demonstration of alternative perspectives and 

solutions when learning about theories, arguments and other ideas in 

courses.  Additionally, synthesizing can occur with students bringing in 

information and ideas from outside experiences. 
 


