Assessment Committee

March 25, 2008
Minutes
Present: Beth Chung, Dave Ely, Kathy Krentler, Lois Olson
Absent: Theo Addo, Heather Honea, Mehdi Salehizadeh, Carol Venable
1. New Member
Krentler announced that Mehdi Salehizadeh will be replacing Dave Ely as the Finance Department representative to the CBA Assessment Committee. The committee agreed to invite and welcome Dave’s continuance on the committee due to his interest in and involvement with assessment issues for all graduate programs of the college, both internal and external. This is allowed for under the following stipulation of the CBA Policy File:
The elected members may select, by consensus, up to three additional members drawn from the faculty (tenured, tenure-track, or full-time lecturer with a minimum of three years experience) or from the College staff to serve full terms with full voting privileges. 

2. 2008 Assessment Reports

The committee reviewed the status of programmatic assessment reports within the college. These reports are due to the university SLO Committee by April 1, 2008. Report drafts for all but one of 21 college programs have been submitted to the Director of Assessment for review. All submitted reports have been read by the director and input has been sent back to the reports’ authors. Revised reports are due back to the Director of Assessment by March 28 in order to meet the April 1 deadline to the university. 

Since this is the first year that the reports were returned with input, the committee discussed the value of this effort. It was generally agreed that the input provided valuable insight. It was suggested that input specific to the report versus input that provides suggestions for future actions should be separated. This approach will be adopted for the 2009 reports. 
3. Status Update Discussion

The committee discussed the status of assessment in the CBA. Krentler noted that while in general assessment efforts across the college are doing a good job of meeting the expectations of the university SLO Committee, these expectations fall well below the level of expectations that AACSB has for assessment (Assurance of Learning). AACSB (and the university as well) are increasingly focusing on “closing the loop” – the use of assessment results to inform program and curriculum change. Schools that have implemented solid assessment plans but cannot show on-going evidence of closing the loop are being routinely put on continuing review by AACSB when they come up for reaccreditation. 

The committee discussed the need to ramp up college assessment efforts on this critical dimension. Successfully closing the loop on a regular and on-going basis is largely dependent on the development of a strong culture of assessment within a college. The committee agreed that such a culture still does not exist in the SDSU CBA. 
Meeting adjourned at Noon.

Next Meeting: April 29, 2008; 10:00 a.m.

