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End-of-Program Review 5-Year Assessment July 2019 

Art Across the Curriculum 

By Alexander McCarty (Faculty), Julie Russo (Faculty), Emily Adams (Faculty), Ariel Birks (Writing 
Center) 

 

Areas or Fields in Art including Music 

The categories defined as Art by the survey include Theater, Dance, Drawing, Sculpture, Photography, 
Visual Literacy, Other Visual Arts/Fine Arts (e.g. Painting, Fiber, Printmaking), Architecture, Media Arts 
(e.g. Digital, 3D, Animation, Moving Image), Expressive Arts, and Other (free text).   

 

From 2015-16 to 2017-18, data was collected on both the levels of work completed in programs by the 
fields. Of the respondents in this range, the top five fields and their levels reported were: 

33% —Visual Literacy (Introductory) 

21% —Drawing (Introductory) 

19% —Media Arts (Introductory) 

18% —Music (Introductory) 

16% —Visual Literacy (Intermediate) 

 

The Art fields that were taught extensively and at an advanced level in programs were:  

6% —Visual Literacy (Advanced)  

3% —Other Visual Arts (Advanced)  

3% —Media Arts (Advanced)  

3% —Theater (Advanced)  

3% —Music (Advanced)  

This data likely underrepresents the advanced level work being done college wide, as evening and 
weekend courses and independent learning contracts (ILCs) are not included in the End of Program 
Review.  

 

In terms of collecting data regarding levels of extent, the Art review group came to the conclusion that “a 
little” offered little to us in the way of usable information and the range between “little” and “moderate” 
and “moderate” and “advanced” didn’t mean much without definition.  
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Recommendations 

For Art: 

• Inclusion of Art for accreditation and official purposes should start at moderately OR art should be 
defined more explicitly as “creative modes of inquiry” (as per the Six Expectations), meaning that the 
inclusion of Art (starting from “a little”) would involve some form of creative practice involving the 
production of an artistically derived artifact (e.g. performance, material artwork, media work, 
poem/story). 

• Correlate the survey's terminology with Paths of Study terminology. Currently, the survey describes 
introductory, intermediate, and advanced as levels, but some CATs refer to exploratory, foundational, 
intermediate, and advanced as levels.  

• In order to provide information regarding Paths of Study, include a question to indicate whether a 
program is part of a Path curriculum and which one(s), or whether it’s a part of the 
“emergent”/”signature”/”interdisciplinary” curriculum (as yet to be defined).  

• Our group would prefer this small edit: “Art” should be “Arts” or “The Arts”. 

• Consider removing “Visual Literacy.” “Art Theory” might be a better category to include in Arts. By 
and large, we felt that “Visual Literacy” is more of a mode of thinking rather than a field unless it’s 
specified as “Critical Theory,” “Aesthetics,” or “Art Theory.” Only “Art Theory” really belongs in 
the Arts.  

• Add to the list of kinds of writing associated with the Arts (e.g. grant proposals, artist statements). 

• Inquire with the Literary Arts if “Creative Writing” (e.g. poetry, experimental writing) should be 
incorporated in Art.  

• Include a question in the EPR that identifies if the faculty is an Arts faculty or not. 

 

General Recommendations 

• Distribute EPR survey as a rubric when crafting catalog descriptions, perhaps also as an invitation to 
faculty to revise catalog descriptions before Academic Fair. 

• Define more clearly, whether the EPR measures learning opportunities or learning outcomes. For 
example, does “advanced” mean material was taught at an advanced level or that students did 
advanced work? 

• Present data broken down by number of Quarters, Seats, and Faculty and not just by Programs (in this 
instrument or a different one.) This would probably offer a more nuanced impression of what is going 
on. 

• Clarify: If a program included introductory, intermediate, and advanced levels, does that mean that 
students progressed over the course of the program or that students were working at different levels, 
even for one quarter?  

 

 


