UWEC University Assessment Committee
Meeting December 9, 2005

Minutes

Present: April Bleske-Rechek, Wayne Carroll, Margaret Cassidy, Debbie Gough, Marc Goulet, Kate Hale, Scott Oates, Bob Sutton, Karen Welch

Presiding: Scott Oates, Chair. Meeting called to order at 11:05.

1. 

Topic: Minutes from 12/2/05. Members discussed format used on 12/2 minutes – topic and action sections. This led to discussion of whether we need a set format in which to report minutes, and of how much detail we need to provide in the minutes. 
Action: No major decisions made on format for reporting minutes. Minutes from 12/2 approved with minor editorial changes.

2. 

Topic: Next semester’s meeting time: Chair collected members’ schedules and glanced through them. 

Action: No set time yet, but based on schedules currently in hand, possible meeting times are M 11-12 and F 11-12.

3. 

Topic: Members discussed Capstone Orientation Interview Schedule. Various assessment committee members will attend capstone classes in the relevant departments, early spring semester, to orient students to exit interview process. 

Action: Assignments made, with exception to Music/Theater and Public Health Professions (need to talk more with department contacts first). Assignments:

History: April and Wayne

Geology: Marc

Geography: Scott

English: Karen

Philosophy/Religious Studies: Scott
AIS: Scott

Biology: Mickey

Business: Bob

4.

Topic: Members discussed expected implementation of electronic procedure (new software) for establishing interview times. 

Action: Members noted that we need to ensure that software to be implemented will send interview confirmations to faculty as soon as times are scheduled, as well as interview reminder emails to students and faculty.

5. 

Topic: Next week.

Action: No meeting next week (Dec. 16). Assessment committee meetings will reconvene at the beginning of the spring semester.
6. 

Topic: Discussion of APC and CASCC’s responses to the University Assessment Report. 

Action: Committee looks forward to hearing other responses as well. Some consensus so far in responses received: a call for fewer goals, higher-quality data, direct assessment, student incentives, and faculty buy-in. Members discussed need to coordinate major/department assessment efforts with university-wide assessment effort. One member noted that, to get faculty buy-in, we need to assess whatever goals we end up with in ways that take advantage of what faculty are already doing.

Meeting adjourned at 12:09pm.

Submitted respectfully,

April Bleske-Rechek
