Assessment Committee Minutes
October 20, 2005

Present: Scott Oates, Debbie Gough, Marc Goulet, April Bleske-Recheck, Wayne Carroll

1. The meeting was called to order by Scott Oates at 11:05.

2. The minutes of the October 7 meeting were approved as submitted.

3. The committee discussed the ice breaker written by Marc Goulet and the issue of how we would evaluate speaking and listening. We agreed on the following:

a. The interviewer should start with a true “ice breaker.” The interviewer will have considerable latitude regarding the exact question. After introducing him/herself, the interviewer would choose questions like: “Could you tell me something about yourself? Where are you from, have you worked while you are in college, been involved in any activities? Do you have any hobbies? What’s your favorite food, restaurant? What do you plan to do when you graduate?”

b. Then the interviewer would indicate that they are going to start the interview and would review the instructions that they have already been given.  

c. The student, in the written instructions sent to them, in the instructions given to the classes, and at the time of the interview, will be told that their speaking will be evaluated. They will be told the context of the interview--- that while there is no need to dress up, they should answer questions in a manner similar to that used in a job interview. They should be serious and thoughtful.
d. Debbie will rewrite the instructions we send with the questions, including some of what Marc provided and explaining the context of the interview. We will divide the instructions into “purpose” of the interview and “context.”

e. We decided that we really couldn’t do any direct assessment of “listening.” 

f. We will write a question that asks them about their opportunities to speak to groups, both in and outside of class.  We will consider whether we can also ask a question about listening.

4. The committee began a discussion of a science question. The draft of the question read “Has your college experience given you opportunities to investigate and evaluate issues in the natural or social sciences? Please explain or give examples.

         Several concerns were raised:

a. Students may be confused by including both the natural and social sciences. The range of answers could be problematic (but this is the outcome).

b. By getting into very specific course material in the exit interview, we really are changing the nature of the interview.  Students may be less willing to participate. Interviewers may feel less confident about scoring such answers.

c. There are other goals that we have only the portfolio as an assessment measure. Numerical reasoning has the CAAP, which will become of questionable utility with our new math requirements. Foreign culture really only has the portfolio and a question about studying abroad.

d. The committee decided to table the discussion of this question.

5. The question was raised whether we wanted to have an entirely different type of question on the exit interview that essentially asked for an indirect evaluation of several areas:

“Has your education at UW-Eau Claire made you better able to investigate issues in the natural sciences? In the social sciences? Are you better able to use numerical data….” 

These are just ideas—the committee will return to this question.

6. The committee discussed the agenda for the meeting on October 28 with the curriculum committees and APC. 

1. Each committee will give a tentative response to the questions they were asked—8 minutes each.

2. Break for lunch

3. Questions and responses.

The meeting adjourned at 12:10.

Respectfully submitted,
Debbie Gough

Secretary for the meeting

