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Mission: 
 
The Master of Arts degree program in the Department of English prepares graduates for 
success in any further graduate and professional education that might require superior 
analytical and communication skills, as well as for careers outside the academic world wherever 
superior analytical and communication skills and knowledge of literary and cultural traditions 
are essential. Our English MA also provides superb grounding for seeking a PhD in English by 
increasing students' knowledge of literary history and improving their skills in writing, literary 
analysis, and research. Graduates can also become effective high-school or college-level 
teachers by improving their knowledge of writing pedagogy and theory. 
 

Attach Curriculum Map (Educational Programs Only): 

Other 6000-level courses included in the curriculum build on the skills students developed in 
ENGL 6000. The chart below provides a curriculum map to show the progression of core 
courses in relation to learning outcomes for the graduate program. 

Key: I = Introductory   R = Reinforced    M = Mastery 

Leaning Outcomes Required Courses     

  
ENGL 6000 Introduction to 
Graduate Studies 

ENGL 6--- 
American 
Literature 

ENGL 6--- 
British 
Literature 

Interpret texts (from both 
American and British literature) 
from a variety of approaches 
and perspectives 

I R,M R,M 

Analyze and synthesize 
disciplinary, scholarly 
conversations and participate 
in them 

I R, M R,M 

Analyze the writing 
conventions and write in a 
discipline-specific genre 

I R,M R,M 

Analyze communication 
strategies and implement them 
in their discipline 

I R,M R,M 

        



SLO1: INTERPRET TEXTS 

 

Define Outcome: 

Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of approaches and perspectives with 80% 

of students scoring "At Expectations" in the thesis/nonthesis rubric. 

 

Assessment Methods: 

1. Comprehensive Exam 

2. Thesis Evaluation (assessed through the thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

3. Digital artifacts, client project, critical reflection for non-thesis option in the PTC concentration 

(assessed through thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

4. Course project for ENGL 6000 (assessed through 6000 final project rubric) 

5. Exit interview 

 

Criteria for Success (Thresholds for Assessment Methods): 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the thesis/nonthesis rubric. 

 

Results and Analysis: 

Spring 2023 was the first year for the English Department to use a rubric to assess students' 

work.  We created a Thesis/Nonthesis rubric which we used in the Spring 2023 semester. Four 

students were assessed in the spring semester; one student was assessed in the summer. The 

results of the two semesters are described below 

We assessed SLOs one, two, and three using this rubric.  The threshold was for 80% of students 
to score "At Expectations" or above.  ALL students met this threshold. 

SLO 1 Interpret Texts: 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above.  The average 
score on SLO One was 4.7 of 5. 

A copy of the Thesis/Non-thesis rubric is attached. 

We have results of the rubric from ENGL 6000 in Fall 2022, before we adopted the current SLOs. 
Students were evaluated in four areas. 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. 
Four students were evaluated. 

Students will be able to conduct graduate-level research in ENGL studies. The average was 3 of 
5 in the areas of scholarly conversation, 3 of 5 in the area of sources, and 4 of 5 in the area of 
integration of sources into the student's own writing. 

Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of critical approaches. The average was 4 
of 5 in Theory/Critical Approach, 3 of 5 in Interpretation, and 3 of 5 in Application.  



Students will be able to use the conventions of scholarly writing in English studies, including 
MLA-style documentation.  The average was 4 of 5 in Writing, 3 of 5 in Conventions, and 3 of 5 
in Documentation. 

The ENGL 6000 final project rubric is attached. *See Appendix 1. 

Use of Results to Improve Outcomes: 

We are proud of the achievement of our students. We  should probably set the bar higher for 

the Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation.  The evaluation of the ENGL 6000 final project involves 

students in the first semester of the graduate program.  Perhaps the undergraduate program 

should place more emphasis on use of secondary sources. These first-semester students need 

opportunities to hone their research and literary interpretation skills even before they come to 

graduate school.  If more research opportunities are needed, it is not surprising that 

documentation skills also need improvement.  (All four of these students have undergraduate 

degrees from the TTU English Department.)  The fact that the students had higher scores on the 

Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation perhaps indicates how much they learned about research and use 

of sources in the MA program. 

 

SLO2: ANALYZE AND SYNTHESIZE 

 

Define Outcome: 

Students will be able to analyze and synthesize disciplinary, scholarly conversations and 

participate in them with 80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the thesis/nonthesis 

rubric. 

 

Assessment Methods: 

1. Comprehensive Exams 

2. Thesis Evaluation (assessed through thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

3. Digital artifacts, client project, critical reflection for non-thesis option students in the 

PTC concentration (assessed through thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

4. Course project for ENGL 6000 (assessed through 6000 final project rubric) 

5. Exit Interview 

 

Criteria for Success (Thresholds for Assessment Methods): 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the thesis/nonthesis rubric 

 

Results and Analysis: 

Spring 2023 was the first year for the English Department to use a rubric to assess students' 

work.  We created a Thesis/Nonthesis rubric which we used in the Spring 2023 semester. Four 

students were assessed in the spring semester; one student was assessed in the summer. The 

results of the two semesters are described below 



We assessed SLOs one, two, and three using this rubric.  The threshold was for 80% of students 
to score "At Expectations" or above.  ALL students met this threshold. 

SLO 2 Analyze and Synthesize: 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. The 
average score on SLO Two was 4.6 of 5. 

A copy of the Thesis/Non-thesis rubric is attached. 

We have results of the rubric from ENGL 6000 in Fall 2022, before we adopted the current SLOs. 
Students were evaluated in four areas. 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. 
Four students were evaluated. 

Students will be able to conduct graduate-level research in ENGL studies. The average was 3 of 
5 in the areas of scholarly conversation, 3 of 5 in the area of sources, and 4 of 5 in the area of 
integration of sources into the student's own writing. 

Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of critical approaches. The average was 4 
of 5 in Theory/Critical Approach, 3 of 5 in Interpretation, and 3 of 5 in Application.  

Students will be able to use the conventions of scholarly writing in English studies, including 
MLA-style documentation.  The average was 4 of 5 in Writing, 3 of 5 in Conventions, and 3 of 5 
in Documentation. 

The ENGL 6000 final project rubric is attached. *See Appendix 1. 

Use of Results to Improve Outcomes: 

We are proud of the achievements of our students. We should probably set the bar higher for 

the Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation.  The evaluation of the ENGL 6000 final project involves 

students in the first semester of the graduate program.  Perhaps the undergraduate program 

should place more emphasis on use of secondary sources. These first-semester students need 

opportunities to hone their research and literary interpretation skills even before they come to 

graduate school.  If more research opportunities are needed, it is not surprising that 

documentation skills also need improvement.  (All four of these students have undergraduate 

degrees from the TTU English Department.)  The fact that the students had higher scores on the 

Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation perhaps indicates how much they learned about research and use 

of sources in the MA program. 

 

SLO3: WRITING CONVENTIONS AND GENRES 

 

Define Outcome: 

Students will be able to analyze the writing conventions of and write in discipline-specific 

genres with 80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the thesis/nonthesis rubric. 

 



Assessment Methods: 

1. Comprehensive exams 

2. Thesis evaluation (assessed through thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

3. Digital artifacts, client project, critical reflection for non-thesis option students in the 

PTC concentration (assessed through the thesis and non-thesis rubric) 

4. Course project for ENGL 6000 (assessed through 6000 final project rubric) 

5. Exit interview 

 

Criteria for Success (Thresholds for Assessment Methods): 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the thesis/nonthesis option 

 

Results and Analysis: 

Spring 2023 was the first year for the English Department to use a rubric to assess students' 

work.  We created a Thesis/Nonthesis rubric which we used in the Spring 2023 semester. Four 

students were assessed in the spring semester; one student was assessed in the summer. The 

results of the two semesters are described below 

We assessed SLOs one, two, and three using this rubric.  The threshold was for 80% of students 
to score "At Expectations" or above.  ALL students met this threshold. 

SLO 3 Writing Conventions and Genres: 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or 
above. The average score on SLO Three was 4.6. 

A copy of the Thesis/Non-thesis rubric is attached. 

We have results of the rubric from ENGL 6000 in Fall 2022, before we adopted the current SLOs. 
Students were evaluated in four areas. 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. 
Four students were evaluated. 

Students will be able to conduct graduate-level research in ENGL studies. The average was 3 of 
5 in the areas of scholarly conversation, 3 of 5 in the area of sources, and 4 of 5 in the area of 
integration of sources into the student's own writing. 

Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of critical approaches. The average was 4 
of 5 in Theory/Critical Approach, 3 of 5 in Interpretation, and 3 of 5 in Application.  

Students will be able to use the conventions of scholarly writing in English studies, including 
MLA-style documentation.  The average was 4 of 5 in Writing, 3 of 5 in Conventions, and 3 of 5 
in Documentation. 

The ENGL 6000 final project rubric is attached. *See Appendix 1. 

 



Use of Results to Improve Outcomes: 

We are proud of the achievements of our students. We should probably set the bar higher for 

the Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation.  The evaluation of the ENGL 6000 final project involves 

students in the first semester of the graduate program.  Perhaps the undergraduate program 

should place more emphasis on use of secondary sources. These first-semester students need 

opportunities to hone their research and literary interpretation skills even before they come to 

graduate school.  If more research opportunities are needed, it is not surprising that 

documentation skills also need improvement.  (All four of these students have undergraduate 

degrees from the TTU English Department.)  The fact that the students had higher scores on the 

Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation perhaps indicates how much they learned about research and use 

of sources in the MA program. 

 

SLO4: COMMUNICATION STRATEGIES 

 

Define Outcome: 

Students will be able to analyze communication strategies and implement them in their 

disciplines with 80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the defense/presentation rubric. 

 

Assessment Methods: 

1. Oral presentation (if applicable) in ENGL 6000, ENGL 6010, and PTC 6030 

2. Defense/presentation rubric 

3. Exit interview 

 

Criteria for Success (Thresholds for Assessment Methods): 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the defense/presentation rubric 

 

Results and Analysis: 

• We used a Defense/Presentation Rubric to evaluate SLO Four. Results for four students 

were reported. 

• Defense: 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. The average score 

was 4.5 out of 5.  

• Presentation: 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. The average 

score was 5 out of 5. 

A copy of the Thesis/Non-thesis rubric is attached. 

We have results of the rubric from ENGL 6000 in Fall 2022, before we adopted the current SLOs. 
Students were evaluated in four areas. 100% of the students scored "At Expectations" or above. 
Four students were evaluated. 



Students will be able to conduct graduate-level research in ENGL studies. The average was 3 of 
5 in the areas of scholarly conversation, 3 of 5 in the area of sources, and 4 of 5 in the area of 
integration of sources into the student's own writing. 

Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of critical approaches. The average was 4 
of 5 in Theory/Critical Approach, 3 of 5 in Interpretation, and 3 of 5 in Application.  

Students will be able to use the conventions of scholarly writing in English studies, including 
MLA-style documentation.  The average was 4 of 5 in Writing, 3 of 5 in Conventions, and 3 of 5 
in Documentation. 

The ENGL 6000 final project rubric is attached. *See Appendix 1. 

Use of Results to Improve Outcomes: 

We are proud of the achievements of our students. We should probably set the bar higher for 

the Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation.  The evaluation of the ENGL 6000 final project involves 

students in the first semester of the graduate program.  Perhaps the undergraduate program 

should place more emphasis on use of secondary sources. These first-semester students need 

opportunities to hone their research and literary interpretation skills even before they come to 

graduate school.  If more research opportunities are needed, it is not surprising that 

documentation skills also need improvement.  (All four of these students have undergraduate 

degrees from the TTU English Department.)  The fact that the students had higher scores on the 

Thesis/Non-thesis evaluation perhaps indicates how much they learned about research and use 

of sources in the MA program. 

 

SLO5: INTERCULTURAL FACTORS 

 

Define Outcome: 

Students will be able to articulate how intercultural factors shape the creation of texts, with 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the Critical Reflection rubric. 

 

Assessment Methods: 

Critical Reflection rubric 

 

Criteria for Success (Thresholds for Assessment Methods): 

80% of students scoring "At Expectations" on the Critical Reflection rubric 

 

Results and Analysis: 

SLO Five was created in Spring 2023. We have not yet assessed this SLO, except through 

comments on the Exit Survey.  We have Exit Surveys for the five students who graduated in 

Spring 2023. All five students felt that the program met the SLOs we established in 2023, which 



are included in this report.  One student wrote that she had learned how to apply "intercultural 

factors" into her own work as well as analyze its use in texts. 

 

Use of Results to Improve Outcomes: 

The MA Exit Survey Form is attached. *See Appendix 3. 

 

Summative Evaluation: 

The English MA program exceeded its thresholds in each of the categories where we had data. 

We should set the thresholds higher.   

 

Assessment Plan Changes: 

Some of the assessments were just created in the spring semester before faculty members 

knew about them. We should have additional data next year. 

 

Appendix 1: English 6000 project rubric 

Appendix 2: Thesis and nonthesis rubric 

Appendix 3: MA exit interview form 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 1: English 6000 project rubric 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 1: English 6000 project rubric, cont. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 1: English 6000 project rubric, cont. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 2: Thesis and nonthesis rubric 

 

 



Appendix 2: Thesis and nonthesis rubric, cont. 

 

 

 



Appendix 3: MA Exit Interview Form 

Survey for Graduating English MA Students    

 

Name: 

 

Email address:  (address to be used after you graduate): 

 

Graduation date:  ____December   ____May   ____August   __________ (year) 

 

Concentration: ____Literature ____ PTC ____ Creative Writing 

 

Thesis or Non-Thesis Option: 

 

Address after graduation: 

 

Plans immediately following graduation: 

 

1.  What factors led you to pursue your MA at TTU? 

 

2.  What aspects of the MA program do you consider its strengths?  

 

3.  In what areas do you think the MA program might be improved? 

 

4.  Are you satisfied with the quality of advisement and other support you received? 

 

5.  Has the English MA program helped you clarify your career goals? 

 

6.  If you held a TA/GA position, to what extent did that position help prepare you for future 

career options? 

 

7.  Review the learning outcomes (below) of the English MA program.  Do you feel that your 

work in the program has enabled you to meet any or all of these outcomes?  Please explain. 

 

a. Students will be able to interpret texts from a variety of approaches and 

perspectives. 

b. Students will be able to analyze and synthesize disciplinary, scholarly 

conversations and participate in them.  

c. Students will able to analyze the writing conventions of and write in a discipline-

specific genre. 

d. Students will be able to analyze communication strategies and implement them in 

their disciplines. 

e. Students will be to articulate how intercultural factors shape the creation of texts.  

 


