Assessment Committee Minutes
February 24, 2005

Present: Debbie Gough, Marc Goulet, Dale Johnson, Margaret Cassidy, Scott Oates, Karen Welch, Jan Morse

MINUTES

The minutes of February 10 were approved.

GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE

:Scott has worked with Bob Knight and sent a memo to Kent Syverson about changing the wording in the motion that changes the charge for the G.E. committee. The new wording will go to APC next week and then to Senate. The original wording has already been introduced at Senate, so APC should introduce the amended motion. Jan indicated that we should use the official title “Plan for Assessment of Student Academic Achievement” in the motion.  The motion would read …”using data generated by the Plan for Assessment of Student Academic Achievement periodically evaluate the GE program’s effectiveness against the General Education goals as passed by the University Senate.”   

    The committee wanted to make certain that the Senate understands that the only way we will help with this assessment is to provide data that we would be collecting anyway.

STUDENT OPINION SURVEY

Debbie suggested that we come with a question on values and review the other questions before our next meeting.

DRAFT OF THE SUMMARY REPORT

The committee discussed the format for the report. Jan suggested either using the tables or graphs, but not both. We also discussed whether the specific data should be in an appendix. There was agreement on the following:

1) There should be a consistent format, with a summary of the results of each goal at the beginning, followed by highlights.

2) We should emphasize trends—either positive or negative, so we can sell its significance.

3) We should only use the new outcomes

4) We should talk about change over time for both the CAAP (vs the ACT) and the portfolio.(freshman vs. senior papers)
5) We should not use the College Outcomes Survey since we only administered it once.

6) When referring to the Alumni Survey we should indicate that many of the respondents did not graduate under the redefined baccalaureate goals.

7) We should leave out the “4 point agreement index.”

Jan agreed to have Enid work on two different formats for the report. Scott agreed to share the different versions with David Shih, as chair of the A&S Curriculum committee, since it would be good to get the opinion of someone who would be using the data.

Respectfully submitted by Debbie Gough

