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Subject Area Committee Name : HST 

Outcome Assessed in 2017 - 2018 (Cultural Awareness/Literacy, Critical Thinking, 

Quantitative Literacy, or Written Communication): Cultural Literacy 

Contact Person:  

Name e-mail 

Chris Brooks Christopher.brooks3@pcc.edu 

 

Data Analysis 
1. Provide a brief summary of the results of the 2016 – 2017 assessment (i.e. percentages and/or 

frequencies of scores for the different criteria of the rubric).  Provide summaries for both the 
scores provided by the college and those generated by the SAC. 

The college scores averaged as follows: Cultural Framewks: 0.24 Cultrl App & Diversity: 1.47     
Pow Struc & Interact: 1.14 Critical Self- Reflection: 0.6 Culturally-Infrmd Resp: 0.52 Global 
Systems: 1.03 
 
The scores generated by the SAC averaged as follows: Cultural Framewks: 1.09 Cultrl App & 
Diversity: 1.67 Pow Struc & Interact: 1.51 Critical Self- Reflection: 1.09 Culturally-Infrmd 
Resp: 1.15 Global Systems: 0.97 
 
2. Are students achieving SAC-identified benchmarks in outcome achievement (e.g. 3 or higher on all 

of the rubric criteria)?   
Definitely not, particularly if the college-generated scores are the reference.   
 
 
3. What do the data indicate to the SAC?  In other words, how does your SAC interpret the data? 
The difficulty of using the first version of the CL rubric prompted the corresponding DSAC to 
undertake a significant revision going into the 2018 – 2019 academic year.  This comes as no surprise 
to the History SAC, whose members found it equally difficult to work with, particularly since scores of 
“0” were assigned irrespectively of whether that dimension was to be used to score a particular 
artifact (i.e. the zero scores completely undermined the relevance and reliability of the data).  Inter-
rater reliability was achieved only with difficulty, with the SAC ultimately choosing to abandon the 
attempt with regards to the cultural frameworks dimension simply because of time constraints.   
 
Thus, while the exercise was useful in preparing the SAC for the anticipated requirement for CL 
courses to offer assignments that can be scored against the college rubric, the SAC does not regard 
the data as meaningful.  The positive outcome of this project was, however, that SAC members are 
now in the process of applying informed revisions to their respective assignments to better work with 
the current version of the rubric, with the hope that the final assignments to be submitted to the 
GEARS workgroup will be successful in addressing the rubric dimensions next year. 
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