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Present: Garbis, Tiffany; Lamourelle, Regina; Lennertz, Will; Mora, Aracely; Motokane, Carolyn; Pham, Minh; 

Powell, Kay; Tjiptahadi, Rudy; Voelcker, Aaron; Wagner, Joyce; Walker, Mary 

  

I. Approval of Minutes 

A. The minutes of November 1, 2012 were approved. 

 

II. Planning Agenda and Updates:      

A. Approach to Outcomes Assessment document:  

1. An initial draft was presented by Aaron Voelcker, 

a. SCC needs to make the move from “Proficiency” to “Sustainable Continuous Quality 

Improvement” with regards to assessment.  

b. There was effort to build upon the structure that is currently in place for SLOs and assessment. 

c. It was deemed acceptable to have different definitions for “program”.     

 The Chancellor’s Office ties programs to awards. 

 SCC needs a more inclusive definition for program reviews. 

d. An updated version of the document will be reviewed at the February 7th SLOARC meeting.   

2. The document takes into account 5 different areas related to SLOs and assessment:   

a. Courses 

 SCC has a process already underway for courses. 

b. Award Programs 

 All degree and certificates will have a minimum of one outcome that is measured 

through unique assessment, not just a mapping of courses.   

 Similar award programs, as well as programs that offer both a degree and certificate, 

will have one set of shared outcomes.  

c. Programs 

 A program can be defined as “a cohesive group of courses or activities that support a 

common set of outcomes”. 

 Programs need their own set of measurable outcomes linked to the LCATs. 

 Some examples, outside of disciplines, include General Education, Honors, Distance 

Education, Continuing Education, STEM, Library, Tutoring Center, and Model United 

Nations. 

d. Support Services Outcomes 

 Each entity will have their own set of measurable outcomes that are linked to the 

LCATs and/or Institutional Operational Outcomes. 

 A minimum of one outcome will measure student learning. 

 A minimum of one outcome will measure entity performance. 
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 Aaron gave Steve Kawa examples of processes from other institutions.   

 The Office of Institutional Effectiveness and Assessment (IE&A), along with SLOARC, 

needs to take an active role in getting the process started. 

B. TaskStream: 

1. Implementation will be getting underway. 

C. Student Awareness: 

1. Will Lennertz is hoping to have a student write an article on SLOs for the first Hawk Talk in Spring.  

2. Eric Harsen is working on the design of LCAT publicity material. 

D. ParTest and ParScore:  

1. The Reading department participated in a pilot using exams from Spring 2012.  The results, generated by 

ParScore, resulted in the department revising course assessments. 

2. This semester, three instructors from Economics, Physics, and Geology are participating in a pilot project 

and should have the analysis from ParScore by January.  

3. Another pilot will take place in Spring.  Currently, the participants include 3 instructors from Math and 

Science, 2 from CTE, and 2 from Humanities.   Other interested faculty are invited to participate. 

E. Flex Week:   

1. Program Assessment 101. 

2.  How to Make Assessment More Meaningful.  (The Science FIG will present some of their work). 

3. Help is on the Way: Simplifying Assessment Reporting.  (Examples from the Reading FIG and their work 

with the SCANTRON ParScore system will be presented). 

 

III. SLO and Assessment Reviewing Practice 

A. Mary Walker presented drafts of four checklists: for course SLOs, course assessments, program SLOs, and 

program assessments.    

B. The committee looked at several completed 5-column course assessment reports that had been submitted to 

the IE&A.  Several things were noted.   

1. “Students will be able to” sounds more defined than “students should be able to”. 

2. The second column, “Means of assessment and criteria of success”, needs to include both the measure 

of an individual student’s success as well as the overall criteria of success for the class.  An example 

would be:  To be successful, a student needs to score at least a 70% on the exam.  The SLO will be 

considered as met if 75% of the students are successful. 

3. There was discussion on how to include other variables (preparation, time management skills, and 

activity completion) in the assessment reports. 

 

Next Meeting Date: Thursday, February 7, 3pm, Room TBD.   

 

 

 


