Economics 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
	Social Science
	 
	 
	 
	 
	23%
	47
	77%
	159
	100%
	206

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	 
	 
	23%
	47
	77%
	159
	100%
	206



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
	Social Science
	100%
	38
	100%
	144
	100%
	24

	Grand Total
	100%
	38
	100%
	144
	100%
	24




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
	Social Science
	100%
	65
	100%
	139
	100%
	2

	Grand Total
	100%
	65
	100%
	139
	100%
	2



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
	Social Science
	100%
	49
	100%
	129
	100%
	28

	Grand Total
	100%
	49
	100%
	129
	100%
	28



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
	Social Science
	100%
	66
	100%
	140

	Grand Total
	100%
	66
	100%
	140



AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): EC 201Z
1. Strong overall performance with no students falling below "met" expectations. All students either met (25%) or exceeded (75%) the outcome — a notably high floor with no reported "not demonstrated" category. 
2. First-generation students stood out as the top-performing group, reportedly at 100%. Ghiara specifically credits COCC's institutional support for first-gen students as effective, citing this result as evidence. 
3. Explicit caution against broad demographic inference due to small sample size. Ghiara states the number of students assessed limits confident conclusions about other demographic categories beyond the first-gen finding. 
4. Assessment standards tied to a statewide framework. Ghiara set expectations aligned with the new Common Course Numbering system, suggesting outcomes here are benchmarked against a broader state standard rather than an individually set target — useful context for comparing results across institutions. 
5. No adjustments planned, framed as a deliberate "don't fix what isn't broken" decision given the strong results — a clear rationale for a "no intervention" response. 
6. Course-level goals are set collectively, not individually. Ghiara notes that learning goals for EC 201Z are decided at the department level for the Social Science curriculum as a whole, rather than by the individual instructor — worth noting if the compiled report is tracking who sets goals across departments. 
7. A personal curricular interest flagged but not yet implemented. Ghiara mentions that, if given latitude, he'd want to add a goal around the "sustainable foundations of economics" — a forward-looking idea not yet part of the formal outcome structure, potentially useful for future curriculum planning conversations.

