Assessment Subcommittee of the Curriculum Committee


Minutes from March 23

1:30-2:30p.m. in SSA219

Chairperson: Lora Lane

Attendees: Sally Fasteau, Lauren McKenzie, Dave Humphreys, Harv Siegel, Ellen Joiner, Susan McMurray

1. The group reviewed Lora Lane's sequence of actions for conducting Program/Pathway and Institutional Assessment:

- Choose an ISLO to measure next year in the programs (purpose of this meeting)

- Go back to the Programs/Pathways and ask them what the course(s) and means of assessment will be.

- Coordinate measurement in 10/11 year

- Score and review the works and report the results for institutional and program assessment in May 11.

There was some discussion about creating rubrics for scoring at the program level and then at the institutional level.

Mark Wood suggested using course assessments for the institutional assessment instead. Every course that included ISLO 1 for example would assess that outcome next year. The results would be sampled and reported. Lora Lane felt that it would be too difficult to coordinate assessment all at once in so many courses across the campus at this time. Departments are all at differing levels of progress and expertise. Basing it on program/pathway results, at least for this first pilot, would create a more manageable data set.

2. The group looked at the report of program/pathway SLOs by ISLO and discussed which ISLO to start with.

Ellen Joiner suggested ISLO 2 as her pathway had already had some discussion about it. Susan McMurray suggested ISLO 1 because just about every program or pathway included a communication outcome. There are exceptions like Math.

It was decided to measure the ISLOs in order, starting with ISLO 1 in the 10/11 year and continuing on to the next ISLO each year. This first campus-wide assessment will be a learning experience. Changes to the process will result.  

3. The discussion moved to questions about the mechanics of actually collecting data and comparing results:.

Which students should be included and at what course level? How to identify majors or intended majors?
We don't have capstone courses and are not likely to adopt them. Will we have students self-identify with a survey or just collect the results from the entire upper level course? Mark brought up the point that faculty do not always agree about the level of a course using ART 640 the portfolio class as an example. Number of degrees and certificates awarded in each area can be found in the Factbook. Lora suggested that each area will have to decide on a measurement plan. Those plans will be reviewed in the May meeting to see if they seem workable.

Where do the courses in the Student Success Pathway and General Education fit in to the institutional assessment?
Susan McMurray brought up concerns about treating the Student Success pathway with equal importance to the rest of the programs. She does not want it to be overlooked. The results should be collected and analyzed along with the rest. There was discussion about using the same institutional rubric to score this work.

Since the SLOs are not yet written for the Student Success and General Education programs, the matter will be discussed at the April meeting. The rest of the Program SLOs should be completed by that time and everyone will have had time to discuss the plans with their divisions.

 

 

