Guidelines or Philosophy for the Use of the CB21 Rubrics
1. These DRAFT rubrics were the result of collegial input from over 140 faculty in Math, English, ESL and Reading from across the state.  The rubrics were created with the understanding that they would be vetted throughout the disciplines and discussed with the professional organizations associated with each discipline through April 2009. After fully vetting the rubrics, they will be considered for adoption at the ASCCC Spring Plenary Session. 

2. The rubrics describe coding for basic skills levels. They DO NOT prescribe or standardize curriculum. They are not a comprehensive description of curricular activity in those courses, but rather describe a universal core of skills and abilities that the faculty could agree should be present at the end of each of those levels. 

3. The level descriptions ARE NOT comprehensive.  There are many other outcomes or skills developed in the courses at individual college locations, but which are not necessarily represented statewide and therefore not included as a part of the rubric.

4. The rubrics DO NOT dictate anything regarding the classification of the course as to transferability, degree applicability or even coding as a basic skills course or not.

5. The rubrics ARE NOT the final authority.  They are a referential guide representing what we have determined is common practice statewide; they do NOT dictate any course’s assignment to any particular level. Coding of the course levels IS a local decision.

6. There is no obligation to use the CB 21 coding as indicated in the rubric; it is merely a guide or reference indicating agreement among colleges in the state regarding a core commonality. Each local college may code the basic skills courses at their college appropriately to fit their student population, curriculum and program descriptions.   If their basic skills course looks like a level 2 on the rubric, but the college decides to code the course at level 1 or level 3 or any other level, it may do so.  This is a local decision.

7.  Faculty will continue to develop and determine what they teach as discipline experts about their student audiences, retaining curricular and program primacy. 
8. This process is not designed as an obstacle to curriculum, curricular or programmatic development.  It WAS developed as a data coding activity to improve the data reported to the legislature and available to local institutions concerning student success and improvement in basic skills.

9. The final process for recoding the CB 21 courses will be developed by the ASCCC and the Chancellor’s Office MIS division. This process will include collaboration between the person locally responsible for coding courses and the appropriate discipline faculty.
