ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE
October 20, 2006, 2:00 – 4:00 p.m.
MINUTES 
Members Present:
	Riverside
	Moreno Valley
	Norco

	Steven Brewster
	Doug Beckstrom
	Gregory Haycock

	Jim Elton
	Donna Lesser
	Arend Flick – Faculty Co-chair

	Hayley Garcia
	
	

	Lewis Hall
	
	

	Dina Humble
	
	

	Katie Smith
	
	

	George Zottos
	
	


 Kristina Kauffman- Admin Co-Chair/RCCD
Members Absent:
	Riverside
	Moreno Valley
	Norco

	Ana Marie Lyons
	Delores Middleton
	Sharon Crasnow

	Richard Rodman - Sabbatical
	Dominique Moose-Swanson
	David Mills

	Mitzi Sloniger
	James Namekata
	Jim Thomas

	
	Paula Stafford
	

	
	Valeria Zapata
	


Guests:
Raj Bajaj, Rita Chenoweth, Mary Flyr, Mark Haines, Richard Mahon (via phone), Kim Metcalfe, Sylvia Thomas
I.
Approval of September 22, 2006 Minutes –Correct typo in title “Additional Plans to Assess” and correction under “Program Review Section:” Review and e-mail comments to Kristina Kauffman on when comprehensive review should be done.”  MSC/Hall/Garcia
II.
Conferences & Workshops
a.
Strengthening Student Success – San Diego 
Kristina Kauffman, Sheila Pisa, Susan Mills, Arend Flick, Richard Mahon in attendance.  Dan Martinez gave a presentation on CCSEQ.  It was suggested that we could try the CCSSE survey next time which is a very well packaged survey.  
b.
IUPUI Assessment Conference – October 29-31, 2006, Indiana 


Gregory Aycock to attend.  
III.
Review of Discipline Assessment Plans


a.
Political Science
Suggestions: Objectives 1-8 not necessarily measurable.  Need more specific language to assess.  Committee concerned with their ineffables. Committee will help with rubric if needed.  Committee approved assessment plan


b.
History
Suggestions:  Arend has spoken to them about uniformity and conformity.  Focus efforts on 3 part SLO:  recognize, sight, and evaluate.  Add paragraph on time table.   Committee approved pending more specificity.  
c. World Languages
Suggestions:  List data in tables for easier reading.  Include list of needs.

Committee approved assessment plan


d.
Music




Suggestions:  Using a random on-line exam tied to a specific SLO.  Commit to using all courses not just online courses.  Need more information that pertains to assessment.  
Committee approval pending more information that pertains to assessment
e. ECE

Suggestions:  1st paragraph - critical thinking activities too vague and a bit long.  Be more specific.  Single SLO to be selected and a test would be given to match that specific SLO.  Get adjuncts involved as much as possible.  Arend will e-mail Shari Yates regarding diversity of examples for assessment.  COR's are up to date.  
Committee approved assessment plan


f.
EMS
Suggestions: Occ Ed disciplines have external licensing demands which produce good assessments.  Focus efforts as a discipline. In Arend’s conversations with the discipline, he suggested some course-based assessment is needed. 
Committee approved assessment plan


g.
Dance (revised)
Suggestions:  Focus on Dance Appreciation 6 as a project.  Evaluate with essays.  Need a more formal plan of assessment for clarity.  Still in process of updating COR’s.  Committee approval pending agreement to rewrite paragraph.
h. Economics
Suggestions:  How are they getting evidence through a one minute paper, in group discussions and class assignments?  Need more clarification.  List evidence that points to assessment taking place. Send comments to Arend Flick and he will relay them to Amber Casolari.  Revised version to be sent and approved by e-mail.  
Committee made no decision to approve  
IV.
Program Review 2006-2007

The Program Review committee concluded that we would follow a four-year cycle for the Comprehensive Review.  Suggested some disciplines go to a three year cycle so they’re not all on the fourth year.  Round One review for new disciplines.  Ask disciplines to provide the following:
1.  Update COR’s (doesn’t have to be part of Assessment)
2.  Use the matrix to evaluate GE requirements
3.  Do an assessment inventory
4.  Begin to develop a comprehensive assessment plan at course level
5.  Develop timeline

Need to give disciplines more options since they are not responding to all five points.  Should we drop assessment from the Comprehensive Review and move it to the Annual Review?  Committee wants to take the new template to the Academic Senate and to the Department Chair retreat in two weeks.  Annual Review will be easy to respond to by adding only what’s new for that year.
Please send Arend your comments or objections to simplifying the comprehensive review component.  Would like to take this to Program Review next Thursday, October 26th and to the department chair retreat in two weeks.  
V.
Plan for Direct Assessment of GE Outcomes
Richard Mahon joined us by phone.  Arend discussed the need to start thinking about realigning GE requirements and options.  Specific proposal is that in Spring 07 we focus on critical thinking to satisfy GE outcomes.  Continue working out details.  Should there be compensation for those participating in reading and for contributing?    

Committee approved Arend’s general plan to begin with critical thinking and move forward with the Direct Assessment of GE Outcomes proposal.  
VI.
Accreditation Issues
Committee reviewed the Spellings Commission Recommendations along with the Point of View handout regarding “The Legitimacy of Assessment”.  

Next Meeting:

(To be Announced)

1:00 – 4:00 p.m.

District Office, #343

Spruce Street
