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Present: Garbis, Tiffany; Howell, Scott; Lamourelle, Regina; Motokane, Carolyn; Padilla, Fabiola; Pham, Minh; Powell, Kay; 

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

  

I. Program Assessment:   

A. Rudy presented the program/course assessment results which are available on the OIE&A webpage.  The course results 

pages indicate when the course SLO has been assessed and has links to the actual 5-column reports.  The program results 

pages list for each PSLO the courses that were mapped to it and when those courses were assessed.   If there is a unique 

program assessment, there is a link to the 5-column report.   

B. Aaron presented the revised mapping which links PSLOs with course SLOs (instead of just courses).  The mapping will be 

brought to CIC and Senate, and then, if there are no objections, it will be presented to department chairs.   

C. The 4 liberal arts degrees will probably be assessed using a survey.   

D. We still need to decide how best to assess the CSU and IGETC certification.   

 

(Welcome to Fabiola Padilla who will be sharing student representative responsibilities with Minh Pham).  

 

II. Updates:      

A. CIC 

1. Assessments of record don’t have to be changed in CurricUNET since that information will eventually move to 

TaskStream.   

2. Changes to SLOs still need to go through the abbreviated CIC review process.   

3. Uniform language to be placed before SLOs and PSLOs will be presented and voted on at CIC.  A person creating or 

revising an SLO would start with the verb.    

B. TaskStream: A group from SCC will visit San Diego Mesa.  The group will get advice about implementation, potential 

problems, and how to include planning processes.    

C. ParScore: 

1. 100 sections from 24 different courses are involved in the pilot this semester.    

2. Members from the two faculty inquiry groups (Political Science/History and Music/Theater/Art) as well as members 

of continuing education are being trained.  

3. Nine hundred students in English are to be assessed this semester using ParScore. 

4. Kudos to Kay for developing a user friendly training manual.   

D. Student Awareness: The LCAT posters are on hold, awaiting appropriate budget numbers.   

III. Strategic Plan 

A. The Strategic Plan, which is part of the 2012-2016 EMP was distributed and reviewed for any actions involving SLOARC. 

B. SCC Goal 12 “Increase student learning and achievement through a culture of continuous quality improvement” was 

discussed.  In particular, how SLOARC can help SCC integrate outcomes assessment into planning.   

IV. Accreditation 

A. Standard III.A.2.c. “Faculty and others directly responsible for student progress toward achieving stated student learning 

outcomes have, as a component of their evaluation, effectiveness in producing those learning outcomes”. 

1. How is “effectiveness” evaluated?  

a. Possibly add a question to the evaluation survey like “How well does this faculty member participate in the 

outcomes and assessment process” 

b. The institution evaluates overall effectiveness using the Student Satisfaction Survey.    

8045 East Chapman Avenue, Orange, CA 92869 

SLOARC Minutes 

Thursday, April 18, 2013 

3:00pm – 4:30pm, in E-204 
 

 

 



2. Faculty may not be evaluated based on the results of the assessments, just on their participation.    

3. A suggestion was made that faculty need at some point to summarize what changes they have made to a particular 

course over a given time frame.  This could be implemented with Task Stream and perhaps tied to Quadrennial 

Review.  The idea will be brought up to CIC.    

B. The Standard IIA Guide for Evaluators was distributed.   SLOARC will work through the questions from Standard IIA in 

detail at future meetings.   

 

  Next Meeting Date: Thursday, May 2, 3pm, Room E-204 


