ASCC Assessment Panel

Approved Minutes

Thursday, February 7, 2013





      9:00am -10:30am

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Breitenberger, Collier, Harvey, Krissek, Kuo, Hogle, Soundarajan 

Agenda:

1. Approval of 1-24-13 Minutes 

· Harvey, Soundarajan, unanimously approved 

2. Discuss Course Set 6 Reports 

· Committee members reviewed Physics 111 (Columbus & Lima campus) and Statistics 145 (Columbus, Lima, Newark, & Mansfield campus)
· The reports generally had positive features, including:

· Use of both indirect and direct measures

· Student surveys

· Embedded questions aligned with GEC outcomes; and in some cases, pre- and post-testing of students

· Analysis of findings determining next steps to take i.e. addressing topics earlier in the term and using real world examples. 

· Many of the reports could be improved in the following areas:

· How the assessment results (especially when the percentage of students reaching the stated criteria was too low) would be used for course or curriculum improvement was not clear

· In some cases, not all GEC outcomes were assessed, and it was not clear what the timeline would be for assessment of these learning outcomes
· Feedback letter to units should state preference that future reports should include all campuses in one big report as we want to think about Ohio State as one university.
· Should start making this information public on the ASCCAS website. This would provide good ideas and samples to units for future reporting.
3. Assessment Plan for 2013-xx
· Need to have conversation with Valerie Rake regarding Carmen GE-specific surveys.

· Student surveys would provide qualitative data. Have to determine if we are really going to use this information. It would provide lots of data but it would require a lot of time to create and would not be beneficial if it is not used. 
· Faculty surveys could allow instructors to link responses to specific assignments which would make the process easier. 
· Cross-Disciplinary Seminar guidelines and rubric will continue to be developed. Assignments for these types of courses will be reviewed at the next panel meeting. 
· CS S1
· The previous reports seem to focus on particular courses and discuss the quality of the course rather than the quality of the GE category. Therefore, it may be beneficial to do category assessment rather than course assessment to receive the information that the panel is looking for. 

· Request that departments provide reports on how all of their GE courses are addressing the GE categories they satisfy. This would be an intermediate level between course specific assessment and the entire GE category. Each year the panel could focus on two or more categories. 

· First categories to review and create rubrics for: History, 2nd writing, and Diversity (United States & Global Studies) 

· If a course has multiple GE categories the unit should assess all of them.
· Start organizing faculty groups to develop the rubrics. There is already a rubric for 2nd writing that was developed with faculty that may need to be revisited.  

· Caroline will talk to Peter Hahn about developing the Historical Studies rubric.
· GE Global Diversity workshop being held by UCAT. Could get ideas from that workshop about what the faculty think and possibly start developing the rubric there. 

· All reports should provide samples of student work. 
· When requesting reports a bulleted list should be provided to units outlining what the panel wants to see from the reports and what is not expected from the reports.  

· Request short, one paragraph, reports about how a course addresses the GE category and its expected learning outcomes without providing detailed course specific information. Request these at the end of February to be received in May.  

· Request these short reports from GE courses that were reviewed in course sets one and two. 
· This may increase faculty engagement with assessment since it is short and will allow units to showcase what they are doing. 
