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Meeting Notes 
 

1. Approved meeting notes October 29 (PDF) 

2. Seven assignments have been received to date on One Drive   

Workshop Session – Develop QR Rubric 

AAC&U Value Rubric (PDF) 

University of New Orleans Quantitative Reasoning Rubric (PDF) 

North Seattle QR Rubric (PDF) 

CPE Rubric (PDF) 

Considerations for Developing Rubric – Link worksheet 

• The QR rubric can be condensed or expanded. 

• Are we thinking of this as horizontal or vertical? 

Vertical – Describes benchmarks (I, D, M) Introduced, Developed, Mastered 

• There is a variety of ways to think about developmental statements, right now it is an 

expectation based (rubric is horizontal right now) 

• Must be clear on what the rubric is meant to be 

• What are the criteria that we are looking for?   

In the article, Using the VALUE Rubrics for Improvement of Learning and Authentic Assessment 

it explains the process they went through when developing a rubric.   

• The AAC&U Value rubric (Valid Assessment of Learning in Undergraduate Education) was a 

good starting point.  Sample rubrics overlap in terms of definitions.  We should look at 

criteria to see if things need to be added or removed.   In our draft of QR rubric, we added 

criteria that addressed student’s ability which is absent from the AAC&U Value Rubric.  Our 

goal is to use sample as starting point and develop a Cal Poly rubric.   

http://content-calpoly-edu.s3.amazonaws.com/academicprograms/1/documents/QR_Oct%2029_2015_meeting.pdf
http://content-calpoly-edu.s3.amazonaws.com/academicprograms/1/documents/NewOrleans_rubric.pdf
http://content-calpoly-edu.s3.amazonaws.com/academicprograms/1/documents/NewOrleans_rubric.pdf
http://content-calpoly-edu.s3.amazonaws.com/academicprograms/1/documents/NS_QR_rubric.pdf
http://content-calpoly-edu.s3.amazonaws.com/academicprograms/1/documents/cpe450rubric.pdf
https://www.aacu.org/publications/using-value-rubrics
https://www.aacu.org/value/rubrics


• Mary Pedersen – explains what the Writing Group is doing with Cal Poly Writing Rubric, 

tailoring it to discipline-specific capstone.  Criteria usually stays the same, language within 

can change. 

• Mary – What is the minimum benchmark be for students?  We need to establish one for all 

students. 

• Gary Clay – How can we measure performance?  Bruno – CLA performance example, When 

we do our own rubric-based set, the process is a little different, series of soundings among 

majors.  Should we have a statement of benchmarking? 

• Mary – Another article Peer Review article – Quantitative Reasoning (Sue Elrod) AAC&U   

focuses on application of basic math skills, analysis real world, vaccination argument as 

example, think about “real world” problems that all students will face.  This does not apply 

to advanced.  It applies in CLA test.  The benchmark is individualized in CLA, established by 

SAT scores, highly moving target depending on students who take test.   

Discussion on Components of Cal Poly Rubric 

• Argumentation and Communication – Holistic view of critical thinking?  Are they are overlapping? 

• Rubrics are never as distinct as we would like them to be 

• Todd – Is the rubric intended to assess student work?  Or are we assessing the activity?   

We should define student expectations for performance. 

• Context/Criteria important – problem solving area, real world problems,  

• Application of math principles is very important, need to interpret and explain (communication) 

• We have learned from Critical Thinking, we need to make sure the assignments do have the right 

components, and we need to ask for the correct student work.  Our desire to look at assignments 

helps us evaluate and explain the results.   

• Suggestion:  Everyone could use a week to think about it.  Focused on argumentation next time, 

break into pieces, move in a structured way.  How about breaking it down for two for next 

meeting, and two for the last meeting.   

• Jack – Where should we start?  Should we look at foundational level first? 

• Mary – What is our goal?  We need to agree on the rubric first before we go any further.  Is the 

rubric comprehensive enough?  We need to agree on language.  Are we capturing the pieces that 

we need? 

• Todd – With the draft rubric, agrees we should take two criteria per meeting? 

 

 

http://www.aacu.org/peerreview/2014/summer/elrod
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