[bookmark: _GoBack]MINUTES
UWRF Assessment Committee 
Friday, February 16, 2018
SH 223          1:00 p.m. – 3 p.m.

PRESENT:  Cheng-Chen Huang, Florence Monsour, Maureen Olle-LaJoie, Marina Onken, Stacy Vollmers, Joy Benson, Tim Buttles, Rellen Hardtke

ABSENT: Larry Bauman, Stacy Karl, Deans Representative: Tricia Davis, Dale Gallenberg, Michael Harris 

Minutes:  It was moved by Marina Onken and seconded by Florence Monsour to approve the December 8, 2017 minutes as presented.  Motion carried unanimously.

Assessment Plans:

The committee reviewed new assessment plans submitted by MS Elementary Education, School of Psychology MSE, and School of Psychology Ed. Specialist.  Joy will highlight performance by elements for the plan and send a draft to the committee for review.  

Tim asked if the committee preferred separate plans for the two School of Psychology plans or if they could be one plan.  The committee has no preference.  We have always support the ‘program’ – however identified – for PPAR.  The only issue we would have would to make sure that an integrated plan clearly shows where differences in learning outcomes, artifacts, courses, and measurement occur.

General Education:  Continued to discuss the draft program level plan.  Following the conversation, the committee identified several changes to enhance the draft:
· Change learning outcomes to learning goals.  This reflects the broad level of assessment for the program.  The General Education Committee address the specific learning outcomes at the course level.
· Remove expectation for out-of-classroom learning/artifacts.  It is recommended that the General Education Committee add this to course approvals/evaluations.
· Remove expectations for modes of delivery, location, and timeframes.  It is recommended that the General Education Committee add this to course approvals/evaluations.
· Joy will enter goals related to the UWRF Requirements for American Cultural Diversity and Global Perspectives.  A rubric template will be developed.
· Rellen will draft rubric cell content for the 4 General Education goals.  The rubric in the draft broke out the goals into more measurable elements [to lessen compound questions]
· The committee noted that is a difference between approved and offered General Education courses.  Rellen will send to the Joy the list of General Education courses being offered so we can begin to develop a program level review schedule.  
· Will retain four performance levels: well-developed, developed, underdeveloped, and undeveloped.
· Made changes to the graduating senior survey: 
· Remove questions related to modes of delivery, timeframes, location
· Add instructions that clearly focus the student’s attention on their General Education program experience.  
· Add a question related to the percentage of their General Education program completed at UWRF.  This question will be placed under the instructions and before the Likert scale goal related questions.
· Remove the current demographic questions related to traditional/non-traditional status and transfer/non-transfer status.
· Add to the demographic questions the degree earned: associate or bachelors
Given limited technology support, we will need to create the technology needed to collect aggregate data.  Tim will talk with Kelly.  Joy will continue to check out campus resources and/or talk with others who have developed their own methods [Mike Martin]
Minors:  Discussed minors.  Currently, minors associated with a degree are part of program assessment plans.  Tim said the issue is for the few minors that are not tied to a major.  The committee will recommend that these have an assessment plan/report that align with campus expectations.  For minors associated with a degree, programs will be asked to clearly show how minors are reflected in the assessment process.  These recommendations will be included in our year-end report to the Senate.
Associate Degree:  HLC now requires an assessment plan for the Associate Degree that is separate from the program level General Education assessment plan.  The Senate asked the assessment committee and the general education committee to draft the plan.  Rellen stated that she will take the lead on drafting the plan.
Adjourn:  It was moved by Marina Onken and seconded by Maureen Olle-LaJoie to adjourn at 3:05 p.m.   Motion carried unanimously.  
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