Art and Design Assessment Data: 2022-2026
This report compiles all available assessment data for the discipline. Tables 1–5 present Canvas data generated by instructors scoring a designated assignment. The qualitative excerpts following the tables summarize major themes from end-of-process faculty surveys for each course or course group, generated with AI assistance.
Table 1 shows how all students performed against the listed Learning Outcomes, using four scoring categories: no basis for assessment (assignment not submitted), outcome not demonstrated (did not meet expectations), outcome demonstrated (met expectations), and outcome exceeded (superlative work). Both percentage and raw count are given for each category.
Tables 2–5 show the proportion of assessments that met or exceeded expectations, broken out by demographic group. The "no answer" or “not asked” column reflects students who did not report that demographic information at enrollment — it does not indicate whether they completed the assessment.
Please review this data, note any disparities between groups, and reflect on instructional or curricular changes that could improve performance on Learning Outcomes or reduce disparities. Each discipline or program is asked to complete a survey documenting this reflective practice.

Table 1: Performance of students on College-wide or CTE program specific Learning Outcomes:
	 
	 
	No basis for assessment
	Outcome not demonstrated
	Outcome demonstrated
	Outcome exceeded
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Arts & Letters
	5%
	42
	1%
	10
	33%
	291
	59%
	519
	100%
	877

	
	Cultural Literacy
	7%
	24
	3%
	10
	25%
	87
	65%
	223
	100%
	344

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	14
	50%
	14
	100%
	28

	
	Human Relations 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	14
	50%
	14
	100%
	28

	Grand Total
	5%
	66.0
	2%
	20.0
	32%
	406.0
	60%
	770.0
	100%
	1,277.0








Table 2: Demographics, by race, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Students of Color
	White
	No Answer

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Arts & Letters
	89%
	195
	93%
	576
	100%
	39

	
	Cultural Literacy
	91%
	83
	89%
	205
	100%
	22

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	7
	100%
	21
	 
	 

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	7
	100%
	21
	 
	 

	Grand Total
	90%
	292.0
	92%
	823.0
	100%
	61.0



Table 3: Demographics, by gender, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Female
	Male
	No Answer Provided

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Arts & Letters
	93%
	424
	92%
	331
	89%
	55

	
	Cultural Literacy
	89%
	131
	94%
	150
	81%
	29

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	14
	100%
	14
	 
	 

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	14
	100%
	14
	 
	 

	Grand Total
	92%
	583.0
	93%
	509.0
	86%
	84.0








Table 4: Demographics, by generation in college, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	First Generation
	One or both parents earned associates degree or higher
	Not Asked

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Arts & Letters
	92%
	269
	92%
	500
	98%
	41

	
	Cultural Literacy
	94%
	133
	85%
	146
	100%
	31

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	7
	100%
	14
	100%
	7

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	7
	100%
	14
	100%
	7

	Grand Total
	93%
	416.0
	91%
	674.0
	99%
	86.0



Table 5: Demographics, by Pell grant status, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Received Pell Grant
	Did Not Receive Pell Grant

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Arts & Letters
	95%
	318.0
	91%
	492.0

	
	Cultural Literacy
	98%
	119.0
	86%
	191.0

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	7.0
	100%
	21.0

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	7.0
	100%
	21.0

	Grand Total
	96%
	451.0
	90%
	725.0



AI summary of qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): ARH 201, ARH 202, ART 101, ART 110, ART 115, ART 116, ART 117, ART 141, ART 142, ART 184, ART 234, ART 240
1. Statistical caution is a recurring instructor concern. In ART 115, Lindsey Latiolais explicitly notes she can't meaningfully interpret disaggregated percentages (e.g., "100% of white students") without knowing underlying group sizes — a methodological flag worth carrying into the compiled report's discussion of data limitations.
2. Non-submission, not skill deficit, explains most "not meeting" results. Across ART 101, 115, and 116 (all Latiolais), every student who actually turned in work met or exceeded the outcome — the gap is one of engagement/completion, not instruction or comprehension.
3. Scaffolded, phase-based projects are repeatedly credited for strong outcomes. ART 117's Cardboard Sculpture project (concept → planning → construction → critique) and ART 110's portfolio assignment both point to staged, critique-embedded assignment design as a driver of high proficiency and more equitable results across demographic groups.
4. ART 142 shows the most pronounced demographic disparities in this batch. Stuart Allan reports notable gaps by race (33% vs. 55.6% exceeding), gender (75% male vs. 37% female exceeding), and Pell status (40% vs. 57.1%), while flagging the sample as small but "informative" and calling for more targeted classroom strategies for first-gen and over-30 students.
5. Rubric subjectivity is a named challenge in ART 184/234. James Adams describes difficulty objectively quantifying growth in a discipline where "growth looks different for each artist," and is actively reworking rubrics to build in more concrete, measurable criteria — a candid process nugget about assessment-tool limitations.
6. "No basis for assessment" flagged as its own actionable category. In ART 240, Allan attributes a chunk of non-assessed students to late submissions and proposes adding low-stakes scaffolded checkpoints (concept sketches, partner pitches) earlier in the project timeline to boost timely participation — a concrete process fix distinct from teaching content itself.
7. Institutional support (TA + open-lab tutoring) named as a structural equity asset, though not sufficient alone. ART 141 and ART 142 both cite added teaching assistants and dedicated tutoring for digital arts courses as instrumental to student success, even as ART 142 shows lingering gaps — suggesting support access alone doesn't fully close outcome disparities.
Learning Outcome Assessment: Discipline/Program Reflection – to be completed as a Discipline or Program, not as an individual
From the Learning Outcomes and Assessment Committee 

Deadline: Friday, September 18, 2026, by 5:00pm

Qualtrics Survey Link: https://cocc.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_2ldvhIkWtewIKnY 
 
 This reflection is designed to help Department Chairs, Program Directors, and faculty approach learning outcome assessment reporting with fresh eyes — moving beyond the numbers to consider what is actually happening in classrooms and programs. Your responses will guide continuous improvement planning for the coming academic year and contribute to COCC’s broader commitment to student success and equity. Please complete this reflection as a department or program team after reviewing your learning outcome assessment data.

