[bookmark: _GoBack]University Assessment Council
Minutes
Monday, November 10, 2014
12:00 – 1:30 p.m.
KEL 3010

Participants expected:  A. Brian, R. Eisenbach, R. Fierro, D. Garcia, S. Greenwood, S. Jayasinghe, A. Lombard, Y. Meulemans, W. Neu, M.Oskoorouchi, A. Sanchez, L. Shaw, M. Simnitt, C. Stevenson, J. Thousand, S. Villarreal

1. Agenda approved

2. Minutes from two meetings (10/13/14 and 10/27/14) approved

3. WASC update
a. UAC members were asked to encourage folks to attend the Town Hall meeting on Nov. 20. Even if colleagues not interested in WASC, it will be helpful for everyone to hear what’s happening and what’s coming. At AVP meeting in system, SJSU is about a year ahead and have shared their info and advice with us.

4. Sub-Committee Reports
a. Review Annual Reports
i. Team has been working on feedback for 2013-14 annual reports and should be finished by next week. Melissa will follow up with each program/department on a one-on-one basis. 
 
b. Software solutions
i. Team met with campus IITS reps to discuss the best match with campus software. The reps need to go over our needs/wish list with the software lead to determine next steps. We should schedule a follow-up meeting with IITS within the next week or two.

c. Institutional Level Learning Outcomes 
i. L. Shaw and Y. Meulemans presented ULOs at Academic Senate and received feedback to include terms like “curiosity,” “empathy,” “creative,” “engaged,” and other more abstract purposes of education, but no specific requests or problems with wording that needed to be changed. UAC needs to consider comments fully and be able to say “we did this for this reason.” 

ii. Added 3 words to the preamble: creative, empathetic, and engaged. R. Eisenbach will send the new preamble statement to UAC members for comments. At the next Senate meeting in December, the team can explain how it was incorporated. 

iii. L. Shaw pointed out that the term “culturally intelligent” is used properly in the ULO draft and that if the ULOs can be considered a “living doc,” we should have some sort of process in place for review. R. Eisenbach discussed the next step of mapping Program Learning Outcomes to the ULOs as a mechanism for review.  The results will come back to UAC
5. Core Competencies 
a. Follow up on Written Communication
i. Results were sent to programs/department chairs, but no feedback has been received yet. It was encouraged that the results should be reported at college meetings, or appropriate venue, so that meaningful discussion would happen.
ii. Oral Communication assessment is moving along smoothly. Instructors who are conducting their assessments will meet with CCT rep to go over the rubric. Otherwise, instructors will send student work to CCT for evaluation. 

iii. Critical Thinking & Information Literacy are next; combining the two because there is much conceptual overlap. The CCT is currently discussing the process, developing a draft rubric. 
6. Website discussion
a. Software Solutions team will work on revamping the assessment website; taking down most of the site, but leaving a main page with links to current forms, documents, etc. A review of the PAC website will take place at the same time; PAC members will be asked to provide feedback on what needs to be kept. 

7. R. Eisenbach announced that the last UAC meeting (December 8) will include lunch.

8. Future agendas will include reports from the CCT representative (Yvonne) and Assessment Specialist (Melissa)



