
Outcomes Assessment Committee

Approved Meeting Minutes 

October 29, 2010   3:30 p.m., TLC 

Members in Attendance:  Lynn Bruner, Brett Everhart, Steven Granich, Steve Guthrie, Mark Jones, Shane Jones, Annik Kerszberg, Jonathan Lindzey (Chair), Jim Meek, Lisa Riede, Kurt Rublein, Robert Sandow, Dan Shaw, Rick Van Dyke, Elsa Winch, Tom Wynn, Judith Yoho
Members Excused:  Stan Berard, Elisabeth Gruber, Charles Morgan, Lisa Weaver
Guests: David White

I. Approval of minutes from October 8, 2010. Approved unanimously as corrected (M. Jones; T. Wynn).
II. Old Business

a. Voluntary System of Accountability-Jim Meek

Reported that he talked to folks at ETS Proficiency about sample size; VSA suggests that sample should be 200 each for both freshman and senior groups. Has been looking at methods schools doing VSA have tried for incentivizing students, with various measures of success. Online administration requires using a method to lock computer access to programs students might use to cheat. Looking at places where exam could be given; talking with Bill Hannelly re: funding for food, incentives. L. Bruner asked if we could spread out the sampling as ETS has suggested for smaller schools: J. Meek reported we need to get the full sample so that we can get moving with VSA. J. Lindzey suggested J. Meek explore whether we can get a one-semester’s grace period – collect data for seniors in spring 2011 and for freshmen in fall 2011. J. Meek will follow up on this.
b. Updates from subcommittees (new committees)

i. Social Science working group- Bruner: Ready for piloting.

ii. Humanities working group- Heffner: Ready for piloting. 
iii. CT- Shaw

Having trouble getting cross-department piloting. Suggesting adding a critical thinking line to the Social Science and Humanities rubrics already generated. L. Bruner reported that the Social Science rubric had originally included a critical thinking element; this was removed because of difficulty collecting the data on this with an objective (multiple-choice) artifact being the most likely source of data for the Social Science rubric as it now stands. Could be possible to add a CT element to both rubrics after the initial piloting. J. Lindzey suggested plugging this into departmental assessments & annual reports; getting data from upper level/capstone classes. L. Riede asked if there was a standard for how much data we hope to get from outside the departments where rubrics originate (i.e., OC rubric data has come primarily from Communications so far). This semester CT data will come primarily from Philosophy.
iv. EE rubric: Granich. Described concern about lack of response so far with requests for faculty to pilot the EE rubric. EE not integrated into academic setting so may be more difficult to get this data. J. Yoho noted that may be relatively simple to align existing rubrics departments already using for professional internships with the EE rubric developed here. J. Meek noted that we are also trying to get data re: the non-internship/student teaching EE experiences that don’t have existing standards. 
v. Website: Meek
E. Winch and J. Lindzey commented that first page faculty see when they hit the assessment website should be as simple as possible; only the necessary links. J. Meek suggested two entries in the directory – Program Assessment and GenEd Assessment. E. Winch also expressed concerns about intellectual property.

vi. Reporting Template/Database-Lindzey/Meek/Yoho
J. Meek demonstrated General Education Rubric Reporting Worksheet  on Excel. J. Yoho demonstrated way to clean up data entry using a form in Excel. M. Jones suggested a naming convention for the files. Working on the MC rubric right now. J. Lindzey asked the committee for feedback re: the kind of reports that professors should get after plugging in the raw data – may be helpful to have the kind of reports that could be used in department annual reports. Discussion ensued. Templates should be done shortly. J. Lindzey asked that the Social Science and Humanities rubrics have templates put together soon due to pressure for data collection. Goal to have everything reported on TracDat in the next cycle.
vii. Other subcommittees: J. Lindzey met with Charles Morgan re: math assessments. Rubric has been approved by the math department; being applied to MATH107 classes. Looking for data from another large enrollment math gen ed class. 
c. Other: Sampling rotation – J. Lindzey asked chairs of the subcommittees to meet with him re: adding new rubrics into the sampling strategy.
III. New Business
a) OAC website-Lindzey: tabled until next meeting. 
b) OAC charge-Lindzey: We were sent the link to the current charge; one of the recommendations from the GenEd Task Force may be retasking of this committee to do the analysis of the data that’s collected as the process of rubric development is being completed. Concerns expressed in discussion included degree of specialization needed to do statistical analysis; possible need for secretarial/student worker assistance; need for data management system; possibility of losing committee members. 
IV. Meeting adjourned at 4:25 pm (B. Everhart, R. Van Dyke).
