Assessment Subcommittee of the Curriculum Committee

Minutes from April 27, 1-2:30p.m. in SSA214

Chairperson: Lora Lane

In Attendance: 

Fasteau, Sally, Humphreys, Dave, Joiner, Ellen, Linares, Elsie, McKenzie, Lauren, McMurray, Susan, Munasinghe, Tissa, Reigadas, Elena, Siegel, Harv, Smith, June, Wood, Mark

1. The group reviewed the minutes from the previous meeting and made small corrections.

2. The General Education SLOs were handed out as a work in progress. 

To complete these, we need to write SLOs for Area D2 which is mostly Math courses. The Math 123C requirement should be reflected in the outcomes.

Susan McMurray and Lauren McKenzie had found web sites with SLOs and rubrics. Lora asked everyone to forward anything useful they find by email. 

An example of an assessment report: http://www.cwu.edu/~ectl/ncate_wastate/adv/mt/programreports/master_teacher_program_report_advanced_2009.pdf
3. Discussion - How to make progress on the assessment of ISLO #1 next year:

Lora suggested basing the back-to-school meeting around the institutional assessment activities in the Fall with an experienced outside facilitator. Is this still possible and how much will it cost? Ellen pointed out that it is getting too late for people to include the assessment in their syllabus for Fall. Lora asked if there is a possibility of progress in the Summer with such limited summer school offerings. Many of the attendees indicated that they would be available.

The message needs to be consistent not sporadic. Mark Wood suggested that this should be done through regularly scheduled Division Meetings on assessment. We should have campus wide division meeting times. Fridays were suggested, but many people have other meetings on Fridays. A visual graph of division’s progress on assessment was proposed. Lora had concerns about “shaming” divisions with limited full-time resources.

The discussion moved to the challenges in carrying out the campus wide assessment. We need examples of rubrics, questions and evaluations of results. Some are available by searching the Internet, but much is hidden inside assessment software systems. Campuses in our district are not that much ahead of us and everyone is carrying out the process in a way tailored to their environment. Susan mentioned that Deborah at the district sent an Ability-Based Learning rubric with nine characteristics and three levels. She suggested we might do something like that. 

Concerns were expressed over the students knowing the questions and getting the answers ahead of time. Susan described how the department assessment works in English 28 where the students can find out the question in advance. Sally pointed out that we should be looking for skills, not just embedding questions in tests. Themed projects campus-wide would be ideal but this first time through, we need to just get some experience in coordinating and collecting data.

Some disciplines have only one full-time faculty member and are concerned about getting anything done. There was discussion about the limitations on participation of adjuncts. Mark Wood described how faculty met about Humanities 17 and discussed what they teach. They selected an essay question. He suggested the same approach for the Humanities General Education assessment next year. Have small groups get together and choose the means of assessment, then share with the rest of the faculty for feedback. 

It was suggested that we develop a general rubric for ISLO#1 and send it out to everyone as a starting point for developing the means of assessment. Or use Google Docs to collaborate. People would have a better idea of what they are supposed to do. This will be revisited in the next meeting.

Next meeting Tuesday May 25 at 1p.m. in the President’s Conference Room
