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Present: Garbis, Tiffany; Howell, Scott; Lamourelle, Regina; Mora, Aracely; Motokane, Carolyn; Powell, Kay; Sakamoto, Scott; 

Tjiptahadi, Rudy; Voelcker, Aaron; Wagner, Joyce;  
  

I. SCC Administrative Unit Outcomes 

A. Aaron, working with Steve Kawa, came up with outcomes, means of assessment, and criteria for success for eight 

administrative services departments.   

 

II. Sustainable, Continuous, Quality, Improvement Document 

A. The sections about Student Services Outcomes and Administrative Units Outcomes were fine after minor revisions.  

B. The course and awards program SLOs are also fine. 

C. There are several issues with the Program SLO section:  

1. Should all disciplines be included, whether or not they also do award program SLOs? 

a. The assessments for a Math degree are different than the assessments for a student taking multiple math 

courses for other reasons. 

b. Some disciplines like reading don’t offer an award.       

2. Should honors, basic skills, general education, student success center, etc., also be counted here?  How do we make 

assessment of these sustainable?   

D. At some point, examples of each category should be listed.   

E. Further discussion will continue at future meetings and perhaps at a Summer Institute.  

 

III. ACCJC Annual Report 

A. Still waiting for some departments to turn in assessments.   

B. The updated numbers will be available at the March 21 meeting.   

 

IV. Program Assessment 

A. “Percent of all college programs with SLO assessment results available to prospective students” is a question on the ACCJC 
annual report. 
1. Compliance at SCC:  

a. Program SLOs are currently assessed through a mapping with courses. 

b. A program’s report will have links to the course assessments. The OIE&A is removing faculty names from the 

course assessment reports.   

c. It will be helpful for faculty to see examples of assessment reports from other disciplines.   

2. Concerns:  

a. There is not currently a map between course SLOs (not just courses) and program SLOs.  The course SLO results 

don’t translate up to results for specific program SLOs.   

b. Some institutions may refuse to post the assessments and are willing to put a zero for this question. 

c. The results of course assessment will not be used for faculty evaluation.   

d. Some course assessment reports do not include the % of students meeting the SLO.  We would need this 

number if we are going to aggregate to a result for program SLOs.   

3. What other program information would be helpful for students to see?   

a. CTE programs report on cost, the number of students completing the program, and what happens to those 

students afterwards (do they get jobs, go on to more education, etc). 

b. Students would also be interested in whether they can get classes in a reasonable time.  
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B. Accreditation sub standards IIA.2.h and i.   

2.h.  “The institution awards credit based on student achievement of the course’s stated learning outcomes….” 

2.i.  “The institution awards degrees and certificates based on student achievement of a program’s stated learning 

outcomes” 

1. Discussion:  

a. What would compliance to these sub standards look like?  

b. How are outcome assessment results tied to grades?   

 Is it enough to say that course objectives are tied to course SLOs?  

 If we are relying on this connection, who would review?  

 

V. Updates:      

A. TaskStream:  A final decision needs to be made about programs before Aaron can move forward.   

B. ParTest and ParScore: 

1. At least 11 pilots this semester.  

2. Department chairs will be trained by the end of the semester.    

a. Once a faculty member is trained, they will have the software installed on their computers. 

3. The library is using the system for over 300 students.   

C. Upcoming FIGS (Faculty Inquiry Groups):  

1. Arts and music  

2. Political science and history.   

D. Student Article:  

1. There will be an article about SLOs in the next student newsletter.   

E. Publicity:  

1. We will go with the revised draft by Eric Harsen. 

a. We will have to determine posting policy.  

b. Students can help post.   

2. The art department is agreeable to having students design a logo or some images to represent the LCATs or SLOs.  

This can occur in fall. 

F. Other:   

1. A draft of the Catalog will be sent out March 12.  Departments will have a chance to see how the Program Award 

SLOs look.    

 
 

Next Meeting Date: Thursday, March 21.  3pm, Room E-204.   

 


