Ethnic Studies 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
	Cultural Literacy
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10%
	1
	90%
	9
	100%
	10

	
	Social Science
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10%
	1
	90%
	9
	100%
	10

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10%
	2
	90%
	18
	100%
	20



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
	Cultural Literacy
	100%
	4
	100%
	5
	100%
	1

	
	Social Science
	100%
	4
	100%
	5
	100%
	1

	Grand Total
	100%
	8
	100%
	10
	100%
	2



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
	Cultural Literacy
	100%
	5
	100%
	4
	100%
	1

	
	Social Science
	100%
	5
	100%
	4
	100%
	1

	Grand Total
	100%
	10
	100%
	8
	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
	Cultural Literacy
	100%
	2
	100%
	6
	100%
	2

	
	Social Science
	100%
	2
	100%
	6
	100%
	2

	Grand Total
	100%
	4
	100%
	12
	100%
	4



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
	Cultural Literacy
	100%
	6
	100%
	4

	 
	Social Science
	100%
	6
	100%
	4

	Grand Total
	100%
	12
	100%
	8




AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): ES 201
1. 100% of students met or exceeded outcomes, but the sample is very small (n=10). Hall explicitly wants to see how results would compare in a larger class (e.g., 30 students) before drawing firm conclusions — a clear self-identified limitation. 
2. Elective/opt-in enrollment may be inflating engagement and results. Hall notes her courses are electives that students choose deliberately, which she believes contributes meaningfully to strong engagement — an important caveat when comparing results to required courses. 
3. Course content itself may be self-selecting for aligned students. Hall observes her courses are "geared towards the exact students being assessed," suggesting the population taking Ethnic Studies electives may already be predisposed toward strong performance on cultural literacy/social science outcomes. 
4. This is Hall's first cycle collecting and interpreting this kind of data. She candidly notes she's still developing a framework for interpretation and lacks a baseline for comparison — worth flagging as an early-stage data point rather than an established trend. 
5. Interest in cross-course comparison (ES 201 vs. ES 101). Hall expresses interest in seeing how outcomes might differ across her other courses to understand patterns across different student populations — a natural next step for future assessment cycles. 
6. A resource-quality concern flagged candidly: an AI-generated video used as course material. Hall notes she used an AI-generated video because she couldn't find another source on the specific (and under-studied) topic, and wants to replace it with a more traditional resource — a notable, specific content-quality issue tied to the niche nature of some Ethnic Studies topics. 
7. No visibility into institutional support usage among students. Hall states she doesn't know which students accessed tutoring/advising, so she can't connect those supports to the strong outcomes — only inferring that most students are doing well based on the outcome data itself.

