Behavioral Health 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
	6%
	1
	6%
	1
	11%
	2
	78%
	14
	100%
	18

	
	Cultural Literacy
	7%
	4
	 
	 
	14%
	8
	79%
	45
	100%
	57

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	2%
	1
	5%
	3
	38%
	23
	55%
	33
	100%
	60

	
	Human Relations 2
	2%
	1
	 
	 
	32%
	19
	67%
	40
	100%
	60

	Grand Total
	4%
	7
	2%
	4
	27%
	52
	68%
	132
	100%
	195








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
	80%
	4
	92%
	12
	 
	 

	
	Cultural Literacy
	93%
	13
	93%
	38
	100%
	2

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	92%
	11
	93%
	42
	100%
	3

	
	Human Relations 2
	92%
	11
	100%
	45
	100%
	3

	Grand Total
	91%
	39
	95%
	137
	100%
	8



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
	83%
	10
	100%
	5
	100%
	1

	
	Cultural Literacy
	90%
	36
	100%
	16
	100%
	1

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	89%
	31
	100%
	22
	100%
	3

	
	Human Relations 2
	97%
	34
	100%
	22
	100%
	3

	Grand Total
	91%
	111
	100%
	65
	100%
	8









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
	100%
	2
	87%
	13
	100%
	1

	
	Cultural Literacy
	94%
	16
	90%
	28
	100%
	9

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	19
	89%
	34
	100%
	3

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	19
	97%
	37
	100%
	3

	Grand Total
	98%
	56
	92%
	112
	100%
	16



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
	100%
	11.0
	71%
	5.0

	
	Cultural Literacy
	90%
	27.0
	96%
	26.0

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	33.0
	85%
	23.0

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	33.0
	96%
	26.0

	Grand Total
	97%
	104.0
	91%
	80.0



AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): BH 162
1. Lab model credited as a key driver of strong results. Sean Roberts attributes the high rate of students meeting/exceeding outcomes to the course's shift toward a lab-based model, which gives students robust, repeated practice of the assessed skills before the end-of-term assessment. 
2. No significant demographic disparities found, including 100% of students of color meeting expectations — one of the cleaner "no gap" findings across the reports compiled so far. 
3. A noted but caveated gender pattern. Slightly more male students exceeded the outcome than female students, but Sean Roberts explicitly flags the sample size as too small to give this pattern much weight. 
4. Structural course redesign planned for next year: Lecture/Lab hybrid. Sean Roberts plans to shift BH 162 to a combined lecture/lab format specifically to increase faculty observation and support, and to ease the scheduling difficulty students faced coordinating peer practice sessions. 
5. Direct link drawn between seat-cap reduction and outcome quality. Administration approved reducing the course cap to 15 students, which Sean Roberts credits with giving students more individualized support — and he's requesting a further reduction to 12 for the next cycle, a concrete, resourced ask tied directly to assessment results. 
6. Institutional support (admin-approved class-size reduction) is explicitly named as effective, in contrast to several other departments' "I don't know" responses on this question — a useful positive example of institutional support directly shaping outcomes. 
7. Next-cycle goal centers on soft-skill development, not content mastery. Sean Roberts's stated goal is improving students' professional communication with peers — a shift toward interpersonal/collaborative skill-building rather than technical proficiency, consistent with the field's practice-based nature.

