ASCC Assessment Panel

Approved Minutes

Thursday, February 21, 2013





      9:00am -10:30am

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Breitenberger, Collier, Harvey, Hetherington, Jenkins, Krissek, Kuo, Soundarajan, Vankeerbergen 

Agenda:
1. Approval of 2-7-13 minutes 
Typo mid-way p. 1, pt. 2 “Ohio State” 
Soundarajan, Krissek, unanimously approved
2. March 8 assessment conference

· C. Breitenberger would like to run her GE presentation by GE assessment panel the day before the conference. Presentation will include: review changes from GEC to GE, previous GE assessment plan, success stories (things that have worked well, resources), and plans moving forward.

· Purpose is to give participants practical examples.

· Success stories will include examples of GE courses that have improved thanks to assessment practices: e.g., some Biology courses or English 1101 (for which there is a continuous quality improvement plan).
· Side note: A. Collier: Topic of how public assessment information is. We need to make sure to clarify that the information is public.

3. Cross Disciplinary Seminar Assignments – review – continue developing the guidelines and rubric 
· This is part of GE Open Option.
· All 597s have been grandfathered into this category. 
· Intention is to have students from different majors and the content should be presented from a variety of disciplines.

· Adjustment of instructions. 
· Questions for the GE rationale will be:

· How does this particular course help students understand the benefits and limitations of different disciplinary perspectives?   
· What aspects of this particular course insure that the students understand the benefits of synthesizing multiple disciplinary perspectives?
· In what ways will students synthesize and apply knowledge from diverse disciplines to a topic of intent? 
· GE assessment plan: 

· Suggestion: Perhaps instead of having one assignment that is graded with rubric, we could have more than one assignment. The paragraph of instructor reflection and sample assignments would be useful. 
· Other suggestion: But there is some use to end-of-course reflection paper. It might also be easier for the faculty to obtain that information from their students as opposed to having to dig out that info from various student assignments. It might be a good idea to request a fairly short paper. 
· Panel decision: The students will have a required end-of- course assignment (perhaps a couple of paragraphs). Suggested prompt would ask for student perspective on how this course has helped them understand and apply interdisciplinary perspectives to broaden their understanding of a topic of interest.  The faculty would use the scoring rubric and turn in (1) a summary of the rubric scores on a blank table provided, (2) one paragraph of instructor reflection, and (3) three sample assignments (one low score, one average score, and one high score) to the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Services. The faculty would also attach at least 3 samples of student work in other key assignments that show how the GE expected learning outcomes have been achieved; identify the student level (e.g., junior or senior); range needs to be representative of the student achievement of the ELOs.
· Perhaps the College of ASC should ask for data the first 3 times the course is offered and then every x (e.g., 10) years.
4. Modifications to report format 

· Full reports (emphasize course modifications in response to data; add regional campus info, etc.)
· III. Remove current points e and f

· IV. (1 page) Remove current points c, d, and e
· V. Uses of outcomes assessment results (1 page): will include several points currently under Roman numerals III and IV. 
a) Indicate how this information has been shared or used (formerly c in IV)
b) Identify aspects of the course have been particularly effective at achieving and/or assessing some of the expected learning outcomes.

c) Specify any changes that were made as a result of your assessment findings such as changes in content, instructional delivery methods, assessment strategies, etc. (adapted from former pt d in IV)

d) Describe how you will use this assessment plan to improve student learning over time and, if applicable, how you evaluate course changes (adapted from former pt. e in III)

e) Give the multi-year timeline for implementing the plan and continuation of assessment, including strategies for evaluating improvement over time (formerly f in III)
· Short reports format? 
Short report will likely be mostly point V with a few additions. C. Breitenberger will write sample instructions.
