University Assessment Committee
Minutes

16 September 2005
Members present: Bleske-Rechek, Carroll, Cassidy, Gough, Goulet, Oates, Sutton, Welch, Wendler.

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

2. The Committee reviewed the revised minutes from 30 August 2005.  The minutes were approved as amended.

3. The Committee approved the minutes from 9 September 2005 as amended.  Debbie Gough asked whether minutes from past meetings are archived and easily available.  Scott Oates promised to check on this.

4. The Committee discussed efforts to obtain portfolios from students in capstone courses.

a. Bob Sutton reported on his visit to MIS 240, where he explained the value of assessment to students and the university and demonstrated the portfolio technology.  He is confident that these students will participate in the program, largely due to strong support from the instructor (Tom Hilton).

b. In the past graduating seniors have received e-mails implying that they might not be allowed to graduate unless they complete the portfolio.  This policy deserves further discussion, so Scott Oates will add it to the agenda for a later meeting.

5. The Committee discussed the draft of “Suggested Process Once Reports Received,” which aims to establish a procedure for addressing concerns raised by university committees who will review the Summary Report: Student Academic Achievement and The Goals for the Baccalaureate Degree (Spring 2005) this fall.  
a. The Committee tentatively agreed on the following changes in the second point:


 If the consensus is that any or all of the goals or outcomes are not acceptable, during spring 2006 we recommend a faculty committee be charged with developing new/revised goals and recommending measurable learning outcomes; these are to be sent to the Provost who will take the suggestions to APC during fall 2006 for resolution through governance by December 2006.  The Assessment Committee recommends that this faculty committee include members from the Assessment Committee, all college curriculum committees, UGEC, and APC.
b. The Committee tentatively agreed on the following changes in the third point:


If one or more of the benchmarks is (are) not acceptable, then Assessment Committee will make recommendations for further discussion to APC.

c. The Committee tentatively agreed on the following changes in the fourth point:


Recommendations from #4 – Recommended curricular actions will be addressed by Curriculum Committees (including UGEC) and APC. 

d.
With regard to Assessment Question #7, Scott Oates noted that he and Tom Moore (LTS) are investigating alternatives that might improve student participation in the portfolio project.

6.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:04 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Wayne Carroll

Secretary for the meeting

