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Present: Garbis, Tiffany; Hernandez, John; Mora, Aracely; Motokane, Carolyn; Padilla, Fabiola; Pham, Minh; Powell, Kay; 

Rutan, Craig; Tjiptahadi, Rudy; Wagner, Joyce; Walker, Mary; Womack, Melinda 

 

I. The minutes of May 2 were approved. 
 

II. Program Assessment:   

A. The mapping template will be brought to the Academic Senate in the Fall.  

B. Liberal Arts degrees:  

1. The remaining three surveys were approved in CIC.  It is still unclear how best to proceed.   

a. The surveys could be given when students fill out their petitions to graduate. 

b.  The pre-test portion could be given at early welcome and orientations. 

2. 90% of SCC’s awarded degrees are the liberal arts degrees, so it is important that there be an assessment in place.     

3. If courses SLOs are mapped to program SLOs, then there may be a way of tying course grades to achievement of 

SLOs.  This process would need to be validated.  Rudy will work on the details.   
 

III. Updates:      

A. ParScore:  The two current faculty inquiry groups will be using ParScore, along with quite a few other faculty.   There may 

be a Kinesiology faculty inquiry group over the summer.   

B. Taskstream:  A team from SCC will visit San Diego Mesa on June 17.   

C. Student Awareness:  

1. The LCAT posters have been printed and are in a box in Joyce’s office in U-84.   Our goal is to have them posted in 

classrooms before Fall semester begins.   

2. Fabiola, one of our ASG representatives, led a discussion about SLOs at a recent ASG meeting.   

a. 20 out of the 30 ASG representatives in attendance had at least some knowledge of SLOs.   

b. One ASG representative knew her course’s SLOs because her instructor ties them to course assignments.   

3. It was discussed how SLO awareness might be incorporated into Discover SCC and in orientations.    
 

IV. Mission and Responsibilities of SLOARC: 

A. SLOARC could take a stronger role in reviewing assessments and assessment results. 

1. The process could be similar to how the Educational Master Plan Committee reviews program reviews:  SLOARC could 

read through a sample of assessments from a program, generate questions and comments, and have a discussion 

with a program representative.   

2. Kay will present the process and protocol she uses for reviewing assessments for SLOARC to consider in fall. 

B.  SLOARC also needs to develop policy on how to track any changes programs were going to make based on their 

assessment results.  

 

V. Accreditation 

1. Will be discussed at future meetings. 
   

  Next Meeting Date: Thursday, September 6, 3pm, Room E-204 

8045 East Chapman Avenue, Orange, CA 92869 

SLOARC Minutes-Tentative 

Thursday, May 16, 2013 

3:00pm – 4:30pm, in E-204 
 

 

 


