Education/ECE 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
	 
	 
	24%
	5
	67%
	14
	10%
	2
	100%
	21

	
	Cultural Literacy
	 
	 
	6%
	2
	14%
	5
	80%
	28
	100%
	35

	
	Social Science
	 
	 
	2%
	2
	21%
	19
	77%
	70
	100%
	91

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	13%
	3
	87%
	20
	100%
	23

	
	Human Relations 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	13%
	3
	87%
	20
	100%
	23

	Other
	CFCS CPCC1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3
	100%
	6

	
	CFCS CPCC2
	 
	 
	8%
	3
	43%
	16
	49%
	18
	100%
	37

	
	CFCS CPCC3
	 
	 
	8%
	3
	49%
	18
	43%
	16
	100%
	37

	
	CFCS CPCC5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3
	100%
	6

	
	Computation 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	17%
	14
	83%
	70
	100%
	84

	
	Computation 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	17%
	14
	83%
	70
	100%
	84

	
	DEVAPP CPCC1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	17%
	1
	83%
	5
	100%
	6

	
	DEVAPP CPCC2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3
	100%
	6

	
	DEVAPP CPCC3
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3
	100%
	6

	
	DEVAPP CPCC4
	 
	 
	 
	 
	17%
	1
	83%
	5
	100%
	6

	
	DEVAPP CPCC5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3
	100%
	6

	
	ECE 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	100%
	3
	100%
	3

	
	ECE 7
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	100%
	3
	100%
	3

	
	ECE AAS 2
	 
	 
	8%
	3
	43%
	17
	50%
	20
	100%
	40

	
	ECE AAS 3
	 
	 
	11%
	4
	36%
	13
	53%
	19
	100%
	36

	
	ECE AAS 5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	25%
	1
	75%
	3
	100%
	4

	
	ECE AAS 6
	 
	 
	8%
	3
	39%
	14
	53%
	19
	100%
	36

	
	ECE AAS 7
	 
	 
	11%
	4
	42%
	15
	47%
	17
	100%
	36

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	5%
	29
	29%
	183
	67%
	423
	100%
	635






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
	83%
	5
	71%
	10
	100%
	1

	
	Cultural Literacy
	90%
	9
	96%
	23
	100%
	1

	
	Social Science
	98%
	65
	96%
	23
	100%
	1

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	8
	100%
	14
	100%
	1

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	8
	100%
	14
	100%
	1

	Other
	CFCS CPCC1
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	CFCS CPCC2
	93%
	13
	91%
	21
	 
	 

	
	CFCS CPCC3
	86%
	12
	96%
	22
	 
	 

	
	CFCS CPCC5
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	Computation 1
	100%
	84
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	Computation 2
	100%
	84
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC1
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC2
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC3
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC4
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC5
	100%
	1
	100%
	5
	 
	 

	
	ECE 1
	100%
	1
	100%
	2
	 
	 

	
	ECE 7
	100%
	1
	100%
	2
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 2
	87%
	13
	96%
	24
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 3
	85%
	11
	91%
	21
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 5
	100%
	2
	100%
	2
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 6
	85%
	11
	96%
	22
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 7
	85%
	11
	91%
	21
	 
	 

	Grand Total
	96%
	345
	94%
	256
	100%
	5





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
	76%
	13
	67%
	2
	100%
	1

	
	Cultural Literacy
	94%
	29
	100%
	4
	 
	 

	
	Social Science
	97%
	71
	100%
	4
	100%
	14

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	21
	100%
	2
	 
	 

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	21
	100%
	2
	 
	 

	Other
	CFCS CPCC1
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	CFCS CPCC2
	93%
	27
	86%
	6
	100%
	1

	
	CFCS CPCC3
	93%
	27
	86%
	6
	100%
	1

	
	CFCS CPCC5
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	Computation 1
	100%
	77
	 
	 
	100%
	7

	
	Computation 2
	100%
	77
	 
	 
	100%
	7

	
	DEVAPP CPCC1
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC2
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC3
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC4
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	DEVAPP CPCC5
	100%
	5
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	ECE 1
	100%
	3
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ECE 7
	100%
	3
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 2
	97%
	30
	75%
	6
	100%
	1

	
	ECE AAS 3
	93%
	26
	71%
	5
	100%
	1

	
	ECE AAS 5
	100%
	3
	100%
	1
	 
	 

	
	ECE AAS 6
	96%
	27
	71%
	5
	100%
	1

	
	ECE AAS 7
	93%
	26
	71%
	5
	100%
	1

	Grand Total
	97%
	516
	83%
	55
	100%
	35





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
	24%
	5
	67%
	14
	10%
	2

	
	Cultural Literacy
	6%
	2
	14%
	5
	80%
	28

	
	Social Science
	2%
	2
	21%
	19
	77%
	70

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	 
	 
	13%
	3
	87%
	20

	
	Human Relations 2
	 
	 
	13%
	3
	87%
	20

	Other
	CFCS CPCC1
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3

	
	CFCS CPCC2
	8%
	3
	43%
	16
	49%
	18

	
	CFCS CPCC3
	8%
	3
	49%
	18
	43%
	16

	
	CFCS CPCC5
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3

	
	Computation 1
	 
	 
	17%
	14
	83%
	70

	
	Computation 2
	 
	 
	17%
	14
	83%
	70

	
	DEVAPP CPCC1
	 
	 
	17%
	1
	83%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC2
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3

	
	DEVAPP CPCC3
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3

	
	DEVAPP CPCC4
	 
	 
	17%
	1
	83%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC5
	 
	 
	50%
	3
	50%
	3

	
	ECE 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	100%
	3

	
	ECE 7
	 
	 
	 
	 
	100%
	3

	
	ECE AAS 2
	8%
	3
	43%
	17
	50%
	20

	
	ECE AAS 3
	11%
	4
	36%
	13
	53%
	19

	
	ECE AAS 5
	 
	 
	25%
	1
	75%
	3

	
	ECE AAS 6
	8%
	3
	39%
	14
	53%
	19

	
	ECE AAS 7
	11%
	4
	42%
	15
	47%
	17

	Grand Total
	5%
	29
	29%
	183
	67%
	423




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
	80%
	8
	73%
	8

	
	Cultural Literacy
	91%
	21
	100%
	12

	
	Social Science
	91%
	21
	100%
	68

	Related Instruction
	Human Relations 1
	100%
	14
	100%
	9

	
	Human Relations 2
	100%
	14
	100%
	9

	Other
	CFCS CPCC1
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	CFCS CPCC2
	82%
	14
	100%
	20

	
	CFCS CPCC3
	88%
	15
	95%
	19

	
	CFCS CPCC5
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	Computation 1
	100%
	7
	100%
	77

	
	Computation 2
	100%
	7
	100%
	77

	
	DEVAPP CPCC1
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC2
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC3
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC4
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	DEVAPP CPCC5
	100%
	1
	100%
	5

	
	ECE 1
	100%
	2
	100%
	1

	
	ECE 7
	100%
	2
	100%
	1

	
	ECE AAS 2
	84%
	16
	100%
	21

	
	ECE AAS 3
	82%
	14
	95%
	18

	
	ECE AAS 5
	100%
	2
	100%
	2

	
	ECE AAS 6
	82%
	14
	100%
	19

	
	ECE AAS 7
	76%
	13
	100%
	19

	Grand Total
	89%
	191
	99%
	415



AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): ED 265, ED 172, ED 112, ED 114, ED 152, ED 216, ED 219
1. ED 216 is the notable outlier: the only report in this batch that "fell short" of expectations. Angie Cole reports 16% of students didn't meet outcomes, tied to non-completion/failure, and explicitly states diverse students struggled more than dominant-culture students in this course — a candid equity gap worth flagging for follow-up. 
2. Scholarship-linked support cited as a likely driver of strong BILAPOC outcomes in ED 172. Amy Howell attributes high success rates among BILAPOC students in ED 172 to their access to the Partners in Practice scholarship, which offers "regular, holistic support" — a concrete example of a wraparound support program correlating with strong outcomes. 
3. A recurring, cross-course pattern: students of color/diverse students often perform comparably or better, but with softer patterns among younger and Pell-eligible students. In ED 112, students of color outperformed white students, but 5 of the youngest students (19 and under) and 2 Pell recipients didn't meet the outcome — prompting Amy Howell to consider reviewing whether course materials/books are relatable to younger students specifically. 
4. ED 219 shows a modest but consistent equity gap across multiple categories simultaneously. Angie Cole reports slightly lower success rates for students of color, women, Pell recipients, and first-gen students compared to their counterparts — though all groups still landed in the "demonstrating to exceeding" range, softening the concern somewhat. 
5. Instructor self-reflection on course design as a lever, not just student preparedness. In ED 216, Angie Cole reflects on her own practice and commits to stronger early-term connection-building, study-skill instruction, and more frequent check-ins — modeling an instructor-side response rather than attributing the gap solely to students. 
6. Spanish-speaking cohort support flagged as a distinct, existing resource. Maribel Jimenez (ED 152) notes that students have access to individualized and group-model support specifically in Spanish-speaking sections. This is a targeted, language-specific support structure worth highlighting separately from general tutoring. 
7. Program-wide interest in cross-institutional learning from what's working. In the 2023 ECE program report, Amy Howell explicitly asks whether COCC could study which environments/courses are yielding stronger engagement and success by demographic group and apply those lessons more broadly — a meta-level suggestion relevant to how the college compiles and acts on this assessment data overall.

