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Subject Area Committee Name: HST, History 

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

Contact Person:  

Name e-mail 
Chris Brooks Christopher.brooks3@pcc.edu 

 

Narrative 
 
1. Why did your SAC choose to participate in All-In this year?   
The History SAC anticipates almost all of its courses falling into the two categories that 
will be required to provide rubric-scorable artifacts in the future: those with the Gen Ed 
designation and those with the Cultural Literacy designation (both of which apply to the 
large majority of history courses.)  Thus, the SAC opted to “try out” the prototype 
Cultural Literacy rubric both in the name of familiarizing itself with the process of 
assignment design and artifact submission and to provide critical feedback on the 
rubric’s suitability in its present state. 
 
2. What does your SAC hope to learn from the project? 
The SAC hopes to develop its capacity for assignment design and, in turn, to develop 
instructor-specific assignments for various history courses that can be used in the future 
when history instructors are required to make artifacts available for assessment at the 
college level.  In addition, since the SAC’s 2016 – 2017 assessment project was on 
Cultural Awareness in its history-specific rubric, the SAC hopes to examine the 
differences in both the assessment process and the resulting scores when using a 
discipline-agnostic rubric instead. 
 
3. Have you lined up one or more faculty from your SAC to attend an assignment design 

workshop later this fall?  
As LAC chair, I (Chris) will be helping to lead the assignment design workshop, with the 
SAC to assemble in early Winter Term to work on assignment design as a group. 
 
4. How will your SAC train the participating All-In faculty who don’t attend the 

assignment design workshop? 
We will meet in early Winter Term with the rubric and the assignment design materials 
(i.e. transparent design and backwards design) and compare sample assignments.  By the 
time we complete the workshop, we hope to have assignments modified such that they 
can be used in either Winter or Spring Term for the actual project. 
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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?  

We will form a scoring subcommittee to score a representative sample of artifacts using 
the Cultural Literacy rubric in the name of comparing our scores to those generated by 
the college, as well as to compare them to our scores using the history-specific rubric last 
year. 
 
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 anticipate two steps moving forward: further refinement of assignments to better 
work with the rubric, and a shared focus on how we address Cultural Literacy in the 
classroom.  Our existing process is to use reassessment years to share effective 
pedagogical techniques with one another focused on that year’s outcome – we will do 
just that with Cultural Literacy in 2018 – 2019. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Continued… 
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7. In which courses (e.g., SOC 204, SOC 232) will artifacts be collected? (List all applicable 

courses.)  
TBD.  All history courses are equivalent in terms of outcomes, so the exact courses will be 
determined by the assignment(s) each instructor chooses to focus on and develop. 
 
8. How many sections will participate in each course listed above?  
TBD, although the SAC will work to ensure that a representative sample of artifacts is 
made available both in terms of the total number of history instructors and total number 
of students taking history classes in Winter and/or Spring Terms. 
 
 
9. What process is in place to gather artifacts from the courses you have chosen? 
Designated artifacts will be made available in D2L to Susan Wilson, or will be e-mailed to 
her as attachments. 
 
 
☐ All instructors teaching the course(s) from which artifacts are gathered will 
contribute artifacts. 
X 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? 
Participation was voluntary, although all SAC members were highly encouraged to 
participate.  The collective outlook was that, since all history courses are GenEd and 
Cultural Literacy-designated, and thus would be required to submit artifacts for college-
wide assessment within a few years, this year’s project was an opportune time to start 
the process of fine-tuning assignments for that purpose.  In the end, all FT history faculty 
and some of our PT members participated.      
 
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 assignments were essays, although the formats varied somewhat. 
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12. Did faculty use a shared, common assignment, or did assignments vary? 
Assignments varied.  The History SAC feels strongly that individual faculty should be able 
to use their own assignments in college-wide participation, although we also anticipate 
creating “model” assignments for each course for use by faculty who cannot or do not 
want to design an assignment to be scorable. 
 
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 rubric’s elements. 
The major effort to that end was the assignment-design workshop the SAC ran in the 
winter.  There, faculty worked in teams to fine-tune existing assignments or come up 
with new ones that matched their (respective) chosen rubric dimensions.  Some 
individual faculty met later in the term to further develop their assignments. 
 
 
14. Tell us how your SAC-sponsored assignment design workshop and norming session 

workshop went. 
It was very effective for those faculty who participated, but not all SAC members were 
able to.  The SAC is interested to learn which assignments were good matches for the 
rubric and which will require further adaptation - if assignments that underwent the 
assignment design workshop prove to be better matches overall, assignment design will 
be integrated into SAC meetings going forward. 
 
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.  
 

 

 


