Learning Assessment Committee Meeting, 

Friday, April 27, 2012

1-2:30 pm in T-750

Present: Vina Cera, Cheli Fossum, Evelyn Lord, Ann McMurdo,  

David Mitchell, Karolyn van Putten, Tina Vasconcellos, Kathy Williamson  

Minutes from 4-13-12 were reviewed and approved.

1. Kathy passed out the 'assessment findings' spreadsheet she and David have worked on.

- she gave an update on the screencast and web page situation.


- 3 video tutorials are now on Youtube & she will be working on more


- she has now gotten Camtasia to work, so we do not have to pay for additional software


- as an example, she's picked out a Math class that did not meet the expected findings, so instructors will realize that if their findings are also less than perfect, this is not necessarily a bad reflection on them


- she's also planning to stage some bad findings to illustrate how to deal with submissions that are sent back


- another concern is about how to do a tutorial on mapping PLOs to ILOs - currently, some of the findings do not align correctly (in expected fields) - Kathy will contact TS to explore this problem.


- David is learning the app so that Kathy's voice will not be the only one on the tutorials


- We need to send out an FAS to alert college of available tutorials


- link is available in several areas on LAC and Laney websites


- Kathy would prefer to reorder link on web pages (so they appear first in the pane), but does not know how to do this


- the group decided that the document how-to's be placed in the same pane as the video tutorials, possibly labeling the video tutorials separately, or grouping the docs relevant to the videos, together

3. Karolyn van Putten was concerned about the 'numbers' on the TS reports. It's not clear what items these numbers and some icons refer to. She will contact TS to find out specifically to what the #s and icons refer.

4. Karolyn's agenda included some explanatory docs on mapping, that appeared on the list serve. They were to serve as information to help inform us in our mapping quest. These related to the issue of choosing between ILOs and GLOs. Some of these docs raised questions about the relevance of the results. Some members of the committee also question the relevance.



- We are to be using the LaneyLAC wiki as a tool for our deliberations. 


- though it was decided at the last meeting to go with ILOs rather than GLOs, Evelyn stated that she'd still like to see some other examples besides ours and COA's - possibly from Cabrillo.


- Karolyn will place Cabrillo's ILOs into the Wiki


- in the Wiki, each item in the pane is a separate document or statement

- we began to work through our ILO draft:


ILO: Communications:
Students will demonstrate effective communication and comprehension skills


- we discussed whether or not to include the bullets to help folks map


- there was a concern that if all the bullets were listed, then some might construe this to mean that all of them must be present for mapping


- perhaps we could include the bullets in a non public doc, as merely examples of how the outcomes could relate/map


ILO: Critical Thinking and Problem Solving:

Students will assess, evaluate and interpret ideas and solve problems.

- TBC.

5. We still need to put out a communication regarding what stipends will be for what work, and when they'll be distributed

6. Karolyn and Kathy will take care of finalizing the wording in the assessment findings document.

7. Karolyn reported that she still has 'handholding' appointments with instructors in the Theatre and Media Departments. Student Services had a good assessment working session yesterday.

- David ascertained that the handholding sessions were successful and should be continued in the fall, along with general workshops.

- Tina will email Karolyn regarding the makeup and ordering of the Student Support Services pane in TS. Karolyn will then make the changes.

- There is still a question regarding the amount of funds available from the District for assessment stipends. Tina will check the coding (5-01-551-1456-1-499900-0000-08) to see what's actually in the budget overview. The amount in question ranges from $6-10K. Karolyn has sent an email to VC Budd to help clarify the situation.

8. Tina raised the question of whether it would behoove us to do any handholding over the summer. The overall opinion was that there would be little to no response. Those involved said they'd be happy to respond to people they'd already been working with, but that the effort of actually scheduling work of any kind would yield little, if any results.

- The question was also raised about what would happen to any remaining funds after June 30 - would they roll over, or should they be spent before then.

- Before we left the point was emphasized, that the fall would be a time of even greater focus on assessment, since Peralta's ACCJC deadline will be in the spring of 2013.

9. May 11th meeting was cancelled due to various scheduling conflicts and the last meeting of the semester was moved to Finals Week, May 24th, from 10am to noon, at Library in RM 104.

- After the meeting, TS reviewers adjourned to the Math Lab to work on reviewing submissions until 4pm.

