ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE

October 1, 2007 9:00 – 11:00 a.m.

MINUTES 
Members Present:

	Riverside
	Moreno Valley
	Norco
	RCCD 

	Brewster, Steve
	Briggs, Cordell
	Crasnow, Sharon
	Kauffman, Kristina- Admin Co-Chair

	Davin, Richard
	Moise-Swanson, Dominique
	Flick, Arend – Fac. Co-chair
	Martinez, Dan

	Elton, Jim
	
	Thomas, Jim
	Thomas, Sylvia

	Zottos, George
	
	Tschetter, Sheryl
	


Members Absent:

	Riverside
	Moreno Valley
	Norco

	Garcia, Hayley
	Beckstrom, Doug
	Aycock, Gregory                       

	Hall, Lewis
	Lesser, Donna
	Gonzalez, Heather

	Lyons, Anna Marie
	Middleton, Delores
	

	Smith, Katie
	
	Loewenstein, Gaither

	Westbrook, Peter
	
	Parks, Jason

	
	
	Sloniger, Mitzi


Guests:   Patrick Schwerdtfeger; Diane Dieckmeyer; Bobby Moghaddam; David Kroh; Natalie Hannum; William Phelps
1. Approval of September 7, 2007 Minutes/MSC/Crasnow/Brewster
2. Report on 2007 RCCD graduates self-reported learning gains – Dan Martinez reported that 500 students were surveyed and the focus was on GE SLO’s.  
3. COR template issue 
Richard Davin discussed the question of tying methods of instruction to SLOs.  Kristina answered him by saying that we’re just asking to discuss the methodology used to accomplish particular outcomes.  There is no expectation that specific methods of instruction be tied to specific SLOs.  
4. Administrative Unit Program Review – Kristina Kauffman

Seventeen have been submitted. Program Review committee voted to receive them if they were complete.  Sixteen were posted to the website.  Economic Development has submitted a Program Review.  The administrative program review is an overview of the offices and functions of the department.  Need to modify template regarding gathering of data and ask the question what are you going to do with the data collected?  Get them to thinking more in terms of outcome.  
Brief discussion on the rubric for evaluation assessment activities.  It was suggested that we should add the phrase “or program” after “course” to #2 - #5.  

5. Assessment Reports

a. Geography – Carols Tovares not in attendance.  Plans for assessment are going to be implemented in Fall.  How do they plan to use what they have learned? Suggestion to add to the fourth bullet “document the learning that is taking place”.  Only FT faculty working on the program review.  Need the involvement of the PT faculty.  
Motion – to assign a rating of 2      MSC/Davin/Crasnow

b. Auto Tech – Haven’t made any improvements yet.  It’s not clear what the enrollment numbers refer to:  all students enrolled, those that have left or those that have completed the class?  Asking the question,  “What is the reason for dropping the class?”,  is not useful.  It would be better to ask students why they stay.  Need to compile data on test results.  Institutional research could come up with their own standardized method to gather test results since the National results are not available. Use tests for pass rates that emulate the National test.  Give them some indication of what they should come up with by Spring 08.  
Motion – to assign a rating of 1   MSC/Davin/Tschetter

c. Culinary  - Bobby Moghaddam present

What’s the difference in the grading assessments?  What SLOs are they addressing and using?  No articulation of an assessment plan.  Have revisions completed by the end of the Fall semester.  

He can attend Arend’s workshop on November 16, 2007 from 9-12:00 pm in AD 123 on “Defining and Assessing SLOs at the Program Level”.  

Motion – to assign a rating of 1    MSC/Davin/Crasnow


d. Medical Assisting – Revision

They have a specific plan for assessing SLOs but there is no data.  Come back in Spring 08 with revisions.  

Motion – to assign a rating of 2   MSC/Davin/Tschetter


e.  ADJ – Cordell Briggs present

A lot of the COR’s have been updated.  Need to document data showing student achievements.  P4A – Move to program level as soon as possible.  Survey has not been implemented yet.  
Motion – to assign a rating of 2    MSC/Davin/Crasnow

f. Fire Tech - David Kroh and Natalie Hannum present
They are assessing student learning.  They have discussion of SLO’s but where’s the data?  Doesn’t specifically outline the SLOs.  Need an official assessment tool.  Give capstone test at the end of the course.  Not using data for improvement.  No evidence of data to document learning.  To come back in Spring 08 with revisions.

Motion – to assign a rating of 2      MSC/Davin/Crasnow

g. Physical Sciences – William Phelps present

All COR’s have been updated and will go to the Curriculum committee before Monday, October 8th.  GenEd SLOs emphasized.  They have a good plan but it’s not implemented yet.  To come back in Spring 08 to report on progress.  
Motion – to assign a rating of 2    MSC/Crasnow/Brewster

6. ACCJC Rubric – If we rate the progress of RCCD for SLO assessment it would be at the development level. A rating of 1-5 for each section was suggested.
7. Future meeting times:

Monday, October 29, 2007    9-11:00 a.m. 

Friday, November 16, 2007   1-3:00 p.m.


8.
Other – A discussion on how we can collect data entered for analysis.  With scantrons machines but there aren’t many in the district to use. What other resources does the district have? The Par Score machines can give an analysis. Also the Appletron is a competitor to Scantron and it’s less expensive.  This will be discussed further at our next meeting.  The second Assessment newsletter is out today and the Annual Assessment Report.
