Public 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
	Cultural Literacy
	5%
	3
	 
	 
	36%
	23
	59%
	38
	100%
	64

	
	Health
	1%
	4
	2%
	7
	20%
	58
	76%
	214
	100%
	283

	
	Science
	5%
	7
	9%
	14
	68%
	105
	18%
	28
	100%
	154

	
	Social Science
	4%
	11
	 
	 
	21%
	54
	74%
	189
	100%
	254

	Grand Total
	3%
	25
	3%
	21
	32%
	240
	62%
	469
	100%
	755








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
	96%
	27
	94%
	34
	 
	 

	
	Health
	93%
	104
	98%
	140
	100%
	28

	
	Science
	75%
	42
	92%
	77
	100%
	14

	
	Social Science
	99%
	88
	93%
	127
	100%
	28

	Grand Total
	92%
	261
	95%
	378
	100%
	70



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
	94%
	30
	97%
	31
	 
	 

	
	Health
	93%
	136
	99%
	113
	100%
	23

	
	Science
	88%
	49
	83%
	70
	100%
	14

	
	Social Science
	94%
	154
	99%
	88
	100%
	1

	Grand Total
	93%
	369
	95%
	302
	100%
	38








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
	96%
	25
	95%
	36
	 
	 

	
	Health
	92%
	108
	99%
	134
	100%
	30

	
	Science
	88%
	49
	86%
	84
	 
	 

	
	Social Science
	98%
	125
	93%
	117
	100%
	1

	Grand Total
	94%
	307
	93%
	371
	100%
	31



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
	97%
	33
	93%
	28

	
	Health
	98%
	84
	95%
	188

	
	Science
	90%
	63
	83%
	70

	
	Social Science
	98%
	96
	94%
	147

	Grand Total
	96%
	276
	93%
	433



AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): PHE 100, PHE 210, PHE 228, PHE 248, PHE 282
1. Outcomes described as too broad to drive curriculum change (PHE 100, PHE 210 — Sarah Baron)
Baron noted in two separate reports that she finds the assigned learning outcomes "too general to make curriculum changes" and unsurprising to meet — a methodological critique suggesting the current SLO wording may not be granular enough to generate actionable instructional data for this discipline.
2. AI-driven course redesign under consideration (PHE 228, Sarah Baron)
Baron is considering restructuring the course toward more interviews and community outreach specifically "to reduce use of AI" — an emerging pedagogical response to AI similar to what appeared in the Psychology data, suggesting this may be a cross-disciplinary trend worth flagging institutionally.
3. Thoughtful defense of formative-over-summative assessment philosophy (PHE 228, Sarah Baron)
In one report, Baron gave a substantive explanation of why she relies on formative, low-stakes, iterative assessment (reflections, discussions, feedback-driven revision) rather than a single summative artifact, and argued the institutional SLO framework doesn't map cleanly onto developmentally-designed courses — a genuinely useful critique of assessment design misalignment, not just a data gap.
4. Small class sizes limiting demographic interpretation (PHE 210, PHE 248)
Both instructors explicitly cautioned against reading too much into subgroup breakdowns given very small enrollments (11 students in PHE 210; unspecified but small in PHE 248) — with Owen Murphy in PHE 248 stating he'd need "more students and/or a greater spread of outcome scores" before drawing demographic conclusions.
5. Planned intervention: building in writing center use for extra credit (PHE 210, Sarah Baron)
In direct response to reflecting on institutional supports, Baron plans to incorporate optional writing center use into her course for extra credit — a concrete, actionable step tying assessment reflection to a specific support-service integration.
6. Career/workforce-tied motivation driving completion (PHE 282, Sarah Baron)
In this CTE-track Community Health course, Baron noted students were highly motivated because completion is often tied to their employment and scholarship funding — framing strong outcomes as partly a function of external stakes rather than purely instructional design, and noted first-generation students performed comparably to peers.


