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Subject Area Committee Name: Health Studies (HE)  

Outcome Being Assessed (Cultural Awareness/Literacy, Critical Thinking, 
Quantitative Literacy, or Written Communication): Critical Thinking 

Contact Person:  

Name e-mail 
Michael Meagher Michael.meagher@pcc.edu 

 

Narrative 
 
1. Why did your SAC choose to participate in All-In this year?   
The HE SAC participated last year and we are reassessing this year and thought it best to 
continue to be ‘all-in’ 
 
2. What does your SAC hope to learn from the project? 
That our educational intervention and assignment redesign demonstrate greater student 
learning. 
 
3. Have you lined up one or more faculty from your SAC to attend an 

assignment design workshop later this fall?  
Yes. 
 
4. How will your SAC train the participating All-In faculty who don’t attend the 

assignment design workshop? 
All the faculty will use the same assignment from the assignment design workshop. The 
HE SAC would like to also encourage a streamed/video assignment design workshop for 
the masses so more people can participate as the college moves in this direction. The HE 
SAC would like to empower its faculty to design their own assignments if they choose – 
but at this time, it’s not feasible.  
 
5. Participating SACs must plan their own norming and scoring of artifacts in 

the spring, summer or early fall. How will your SAC approach this?  
Following the SAC’s process used in Spring 2015 and 2016; make it part of Spring SAC 
day. 
 
6. What are your SAC’s plans for the data when it becomes available next fall?  

How do you hope to use the information to improve student learning? 
We will share the data with the SAC members. We will use it to see if our intervention 
worked.  
 
 



PCC Year 1“All-In” Project Participation 2017 – 2018 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Continued… 



PCC Year 1“All-In” Project Participation 2017 – 2018 

 

 
7. In which courses (e.g., SOC 204, SOC 232) will artifacts be collected? (List all 

applicable courses.)  
HE 250 
 
8. How many sections will participate in each course listed above?  
As many sections as possible that will commit to using the same assignment. 
 
 
9. What process is in place to gather artifacts from the courses you have 

chosen? 
All Winter 2018 HE 250: Personal Health instructors are invited to participate, including 
F2F and Online classes. Depending on the number of sections participating, the first XXX 
artifacts, based on alphabetized class roster, will be selected.      
 
 

 All instructors teaching the course(s) from which artifacts are gathered will 
contribute artifacts. 

 A representative sample of instructors in terms of full/part-time status 
and in-person / distance learning modality will contribute artifacts. 

 A voluntary group of instructors will contribute artifacts. 
 
(Note that volunteer sample groups inherently introduce bias to the process.  Sometimes 
they are unavoidable, however, depending on the degree of instructor involvement in the 
assessment process within a given SAC.)   
 
 
 
End of Planning Section! Complete the next portion in the spring of 2018 
after assessments have occurred. 
 
10. How did your SAC determine which instructors were going to participate in All-In? 
All Winter 2018 HE 250 instructors, both F2F and DL, were invited to participate. 
 
There were:  

• 16 instructors 
• 25 sections 

 
Initially: 

• 9 instructors agreed to participate 
• Representing 14 sections 

 
In the end: 

• 4 instructors participated  
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• Totaling 5 sections      
 
11. What type(s) of assignments are the artifacts? (E.g., a 3-page minimum paper for all but 

Quantitative Literacy), exam, project, or other. Note that team projects are not eligible.)  
The Lifestyle Assessment paper, which has gone through two different LAC Assignment 
Design workshops, was used. The most current version was shared with everyone in the 
HE SAC. It was created using the Critical Thinking rubric.  
   
12. Did faculty use a shared, common assignment, or did assignments vary? 
Faculty used a shared, common assignment. 
 
13. Please provide a description of your SAC’s process for ensuring that the 

assignment was likely to elicit evidence of student attainment for a majority 
of the selected VALUE rubric’s elements. 

The assignment had gone to two different LAC Assignment Design Workshops in Fall 
2016 and Fall 2017.  
 
 
14. Tell us how your SAC-sponsored assignment design workshop and norming 

session workshop went. 
The HE SAC spent two hours of the April 2018 SAC day meeting evaluating submitted artifacts. SAC 
members were presented an overview of the SAC-adapted rubric. SAC members then paired off and 
began assessing artifacts in teams of two. This allowed for natural norming and conversations. This 
has been a HE SAC process for a few years now, so participants are accustomed to the task. 
 
Reminder! All-In is a two-year commitment.  
 
Next year (2018-19), your SAC will need to analyze the results of this year’s 
assessment and report your findings.  
 

 

 


