
CTE Annual Assessment Report Template

CTE Annual Assessment/Reassessment  Report Template

The purpose of CTE program-level assessment at PCC is to look at student achievement of

degree and certificate-level outcomes and to help faculty focus on how to improve student

learning based on assessment.

Please choose one or more of the degree and/or certificate outcomes that were part of this

year’s Summary Data Report, and provide a more in-depth explanation of your assessment

process, results, and how this might be used to enhance teaching and learning.

This form is to be used for both  first-round assessments (first time the outcome is assessed)

and for re-assessments (a follow-up for the initial assessment of the same outcome). Note that

questions marked with an asterisk* indicate that the accompanying help document includes

information relevant to that question.

Submission checklist
Due by June 24, 2022:

● Full report
● Numerical results (disaggregated data or raw data) and data analysis as an appendix.

On completing the full report, please email it and attachments to learningassessment@pcc.edu.

SAC Assessment Contact(s):

Name e-mail

Rebeca Cotera, SAC Chair rebeca.cotera@pcc.edu

1. Which SAC do you represent?

ARCH - Architectural Design and Drafting

2. Which outcome(s) is/are reported here?  (Please provide the text of the outcome, and

the degrees/certificates to which it applies).

Our SAC is in its second year of implementing a new long term/sustainable assessment

strategy in which we’ll assess all of our outcomes every year, for our two degrees:
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AAS-ADD Degree

● Outcome 1: Design a residential or small commercial building responsive to site

conditions, user requirements, codes and construction standards, and aesthetic

considerations.

● Outcome 5: Complete all phases of the design and documentation process with

consideration of its impact on the natural environment.

● Outcome 6: Select and recommend building systems, structural systems, construction

materials, and structural components responsive to the building’s design.

AAS-ADDR Degree

● Outcome 7: Design a residential building responsive to site conditions, user

requirements, codes and construction standards, and aesthetic considerations.

● Outcome 9: Select and recommend building systems, structural components,

construction and finish materials, and lighting responsive to a residential building’s

design and interior systems.

● Outcome 12: Complete all phases of the design and documentation process with

consideration of its impact on the natural environment.

Outcomes 2, 3, 8 and 10 were previously assessed through our TSA reports and will now be

integrated into our yearly assessment practice -with TSAs no longer being required by the

ODE-

AAS-ADD Degree

● Outcome 2: Produce architectural drawings using a range of computer-aided drafting

software.

● Outcome 3: Produce a set of construction documents that describe the construction

requirements for a building, using accepted industry practices.

AAS-ADDR Degree

● Outcome 8: Produce architectural drawings using manual and computer-aided

drafting.

● Outcome 10: Produce a set of construction documents that describe the construction

requirements for a residential building, using accepted industry practices.
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3. Please share how the outcome(s) were assessed to help us understand your process for

assessment.  Please attach a rubric, sample score sheet, or other assessment tool.*

Last academic year, our SAC piloted a new assessment strategy in which we decided to assess

all of our program’s outcomes every year.  The intent is to establish a sustainable assessment

system that is both comprehensive and consistent.

FT faculty -Denise Roy, Peter Gramlich and Rebeca Cotera- developed industry-based

assessment tools -based on credentialed sources-. Each tool, or scoring worksheet

addresses one or two outcomes (from each of two degrees) using an analytic rating scale.

This year, we are also integrating our TSA tools which we use to assess the remaining

outcomes.  PT faculty -Severin Villiger and Scott Caulfield- performed assessments this year.

The assessment tools are applied outside of class on capstone projects from our two

residential design studios.  Each of these studios is a 6 credit course and meets for 12 hours a

week. Students complete an intensive term-long residential design project and submit a set

of design and construction documents as though they were applying for a building permit.

Everything students learn in previous courses is applied in these two studios:

● ARCH201 – Residential Design Studio (capstone course)

o Project assessed: A full set of construction and design documents for a duplex

on a real property in Portland.  Each design is unique.

● ARCH203 – Residential Renovation Studio (capstone course).

o Project assessed: A full set of construction and design documents for a

residential addition and ADU for a real, local client.  Each design is unique.

Through the assessment of these capstone projects, faculty gain direct evidence of how

students are applying what they learned in preceding courses.   Faculty are then able to make

appropriate improvements in their teaching, and reassess the following year.

Note: only the projects completed by students who are soon to graduate are evaluated.
This method also prompts curriculum conversation amongst faculty.

4. Please include information about your benchmarks (the scores that indicate successful

attainment of the outcome), and how they were determined.*

We use a benchmark of 60/80 (or 75/100) in all of our assessment tools.

3



CTE Annual Assessment Report Template

5. Please provide data collected in the assessment of this outcome (including score

distribution and percent of students meeting benchmark).  Summarize your findings in

the box below. Attach supplemental information or appendices. For this report, please

do not include student and instructor identifying information, but you can assign an

arbitrary identifier, especially if you wish to reference individual scores in your

discussion.  

Outcomes 5 and 12, assessed by Peter Gramlich:

● The Benchmark of 75% was exceeded by 95.45% of projects.

Outcomes 6 and 9, assessed by Denise Roy:

● The Benchmark of 75% was exceeded by 95.45% of projects.

Outcomes 1 and 7, assessed by Rebeca Cotera:

● The Benchmark of 75% was exceeded by 95.45% of projects.

Outcomes 2, 3, 8 and 10, assessed by Severin Villiger and Scott Caulfield:

● The Benchmark of 75% was exceeded by 95.45% of projects.

Assessment tools and results are attached.

6. Please discuss your overall findings regarding student learning. (What did you learn from

this assessment? What insights into student learning did you gain? Were there any

surprises? Do the data make sense? How do the data relate to student learning?)*

The data do make sense and are revelatory of student learning.
The direct observation of projects by five faculty members is really what makes this work
effective and meaningful.  This work increases our SAC’s awareness of how our students are
applying what they learned and make weak areas evident.
***

● Comments from Denise Roy:

The set of drawings for both the ARCH 201 and ARCH 203 design studios are really quite
impressive! The graphic clarity, level of detail, and amount of architectural and
structural information included is of a professional quality. The structural systems in
particular, were very complete and accurate in their representation of light frame
construction. The level of clarity in the structural systems was very clearly presented in
the cross-sections – both in terms of the construction information and the graphics
used. The building systems were also well-documented, especially for electrical,
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lighting, ventilation, and window systems.  As an evaluator, I was quite satisfied with my
Assessment rubric, which worked well to identify strengths and (the few) weaknesses in the
drawings.

● Comments from Rebeca Cotera:

I observed that in the completion of these capstone projects students are capable of
navigating the zoning and building codes, they can verify that their project meets the
minimum prescriptive requirements or remain within the limitations.
For zoning codes, these include items like maximum lot coverage, lot setbacks and building
height.  For building codes, the issues are building planning and design for fire safety,
structural sizing and reinforcement.
Overall, with guidance and support from instructors, students are prepared to design

appropriate and sometimes impressive residential solutions that comply with zoning and

building codes.  They know where to find and search the codes online and the critical

elements to watch out for.  The assessment tool works very well to scan over projects for

compliance.

● Comments from Peter Gramlich:

I've reviewed and scored all drawing sets: 6 from ARCH 201 and 15 from ARCH 203.
Not all of the bullet points from the industry template we use are part of the course
curriculum. Example: verifying existing and new contours and stormwater catchment
elements for 203.  So the max possible points weren’t 80. In my Fall ARCH 201 class,
the max came to 65. In the Spring ARCH 203, it came to 50.
I’ve completed a spreadsheet for all 21 students, identified only by their number (1-
21) and not name.
Also attached is the summary: I’ve put the results into a table.
By way of summary, what we’re witnessing through assessment of these projects is
that the site planning class (a key pre-req) absolutely prepares them for their
studios. Here’s an item of interest from the city of Portland:
Per an internal audit of the city of Portland’s Bureau of Development Services in 2020,
only 20% of general-public building permit applicants get through Site Plan Review
without needing to do resubmittals. For those applicants paired with PCC students
who’ve completed the ARCH 113 class through the city’s Neighborhood Empowerment
program, that number jumps to 85%.
Having taught the Site Planning (ARCH 113) class some 25 times, it’s nice to see these
important concepts being absorbed, almost universally, by our students and grads. It
isn’t possible to succeed in either studio without understanding and applying these
concepts. We get further validation of this through area employers, as a good amount
of our people go into construction and engineering jobs upon graduation. Thus I can
say we’re doing the technical part right.
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7. Please reflect on the entire project and share how your CTE SAC will use the results to

improve student achievement of this outcome. Are there changes that need to be made

to improve teaching and/or learning?*

Suggestions for improvement include the addition of HVAC information for the 201
projects, and some notation on the 203 projects indicating a schematic concept for
heating/cooling the added space(s).  Several of the ARCH 201 projects were missing either a
furnace, or an outdoor unit indicative of a mini-split ductless system. A few of the ARCH 203
projects did not show an existing furnace or outdoor unit, or space heating units – which is
likely not important with small additions, but more-so for larger additions that will need
additional heating/cooling.
Both the 201 and the 203 drawings should also note clearly the location of egress windows
for bedrooms – something permit plan reviewers are always looking for, and want to find
quickly. Likely the best place for this would be on the elevations, along with a notation on the
window schedules.
I have made a few notes for myself, as instructor for the ARCH 101 studio, which provides the
basic designs for the 201 studio. I plan to increase the importance of identifying an HVAC
system, and require it be clearly shown on the floor plans. Hopefully, that will set a “base” for
use in the 201 studio.
from before: structural sizing and details is something that can be simplified for students to

apply effectively, possibly providing a variety of standard foundation, wall and roof details.

8. What changes do you plan to make to your teaching and/or your assessment of

this outcome in the future?*

Our 4 industry based assessment tools -scoring worksheets- have proven to be thorough and

are working well for our SAC.

Peter and I have taken note of the observations above and plan to apply these

recommendations in the teaching of these studios as well as in the site planning class, which

is a pre-requisite for the studios.
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Has the outcome been assessed before? (If not, skip this question).

9. Were any modifications to instruction implemented between the prior

assessment and this one? How did the SAC use the information from the initial

assessment to inform the reassessment of the outcome (i.e. “closing the loop.”)?

How did the assessment methods and results compare with the prior

assessment?

This year’s assessment results were higher than last years.
One of the changes we made last year was to add two pre-requisite courses to these two
capstone studio courses:  ARCH 136 and ARCH 237.  These two are intermediate drafting
courses and the results were noticeable.
Another item needing attention last year was construction detailing, this year, with support
from aware faculty, students were able to develop better details for their studio projects.
One of the benefits of working remotely is the creation of feedback Kaltura videos.  I, -Rebeca
Cotera- have been using this tool since last year.  Students are able to watch and rewatch
these individual, personal Kaltura videos to improve the content and graphics in each of the
sheets of their project before they submit them.  Students have expressed appreciation for the
pre-recorded personal feedback.
Our faculty are dedicated and experienced and have been able to provide meaningful
guidance to students, especially when they are aware of weak areas.

We are happy to be doing this assessment work.  There is always room for improvement and
are glad to know where it lies!

To help us understand your SAC’s overall processes, please complete

these additional questions.

1a.Was the SAC able to include Part-Time (PT) and Full-Time (FT) faculty for this

assessment? If PT faculty did not participate, please explain any barriers that might

account for this fact.

Yes, 5 members of our SAC participated in annual assessment:

Rebeca Cotera (FT, SAC Chair), Peter Gramlich (FT, Co-FDC), Denise Roy (FT, Co-FDC), Severin

Villiger (PT) and Scott Caulfield (PT).
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1b. How do you plan to share this information with all members of your SAC?

This report will be shared with the whole SAC and will be discussed in the upcoming fall In
Service SAC meeting.

2. Are there any areas that you might want help with from your CTE coach? Please let us

know.

Magda D’Angelis and Susan Wilson originally supported us in developing this capstone

assessment strategy.   So far, we are good!

2b. Identify any barriers to participation in learning assessment within the SAC. Describe

any external factors that got in the way of learning assessment this year -- for example,

funding, time constraints, canceled courses, faculty workload, etc.

During the 21-22 academic year, we lost our longstanding student advisor and several faculty.
We had to hire new faculty.  We also had to adjust our courses and schedules affected by the
increased separation between the ARCH and ID programs.  In spite of all this change, our
assessment team remained steady and we were able to perform the work without challenges
other than limited time.

3. Is there anything else you would like to share with us? Please let us know.

Yes, because we assess capstone projects and the projects from the 203 studio come in at the
end of spring term, we only have one week to do all this work. I mentioned this to Nichole
Reding.  We are hoping for more time to complete program assessment work.

Thank you for completing this report!

We hope this has been a useful project to help your CTE SAC assist your students!
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