GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE
LO COMMITTEE
MINUTES Adopted
Thursday, November, 19, 2015 – 12:30-1:30PM
SC 252

[bookmark: _GoBack]Meeting called to order: 12:34

Present: Susie Chin, Reid Kerr, Margaret Mansour, Sarah McLemore
Adam Roberts, John Rome, Paul Sherman, Nick Smith, Kirk Vaughn, David Yamamoto, Yvette Ybarra. 

Guests: Elizabeth Kronbeck

Quorum: 10/18

Approval of Previous Minutes:
Sherman, Rome: MSC


				
	Information Items

1. Pilot with Moodle 











































1. Catalog Deletions- March C&I meeting





















	Outcome

· It will begin in Spring session and we are stressing that we are only showing that we are thinking about this in regard to accreditation. 
· 1st week of Feb. so that Yvette can go to the state SLO meeting
· Daphne will help with the implementation.
· Yvette will then run the program
· Mark in IT will be helping

Discussion

· Are there any studies that support the use of SLO’s?
· Yes, Yvette will gather some of those studies with the help of Sara for dissemination to faculty
· When English made the shift to individual assessment there was a definite improvement in outcomes. 
· Trudy Banta, Mary Allen both have produced important documents in regard to this
· Remind faculty that SLO assessment is not about and individual instructor but about their students.  
· Yvette will hold a class “How to 
Write and Assessment Report”
· This will be held when we are actually assessing classes. 
· If classes do not assess well then the class will come up for assessment more often
· In Program Review, we need to incentivize areas and classes that need resources and thus lead instructors to be more honest in their assessment reports






· Any deletions must be done by March





	
Old Business

1. GELOs-second reading









2. Sample sizes document-second reading











3. Re-work current assessment form











	
Outcome

· See edited Document for last changes
· Second reading changes to be moved on to the senate 
· Yamamoto, McLemore
· MSC Unanimous













· To be forwarded to research in planning for opinions and recommendations
· Move to approve 
· Yamamotto, McLemore
· MSC Unanimous










· Should ILOs stay on assessment document?
· Yes, to remind everyone that there is a link between them
· The data base links SLO – PLO – ILO.  We need to be clear in both the database and in communication that they link
· SLO should link to both PLO and ILO or should it go through PLO to get to ILO?
· David, on the online form a box pops up that asks exactly to which ILO or PLO the SLO contributes 
· The data base can be set to show which PLO and ILO is linked to and ask the instructor to be responsible for that linkage

	

New Business

· Weaknesses and how can we fix them: Moved to beginning of meeting. 
· John Rome, Paul Sherman
MSC: Unanimous
· There are thee core areas





































	

Outcome

1. Planning
2. Best way to integrate assessment and planning
3. Human Resources

2. Integrate assessment

· Outcomes from PLO, ILO, SLO need to be integrated
· What do we see as weaknesses?
· Not a formal report but some recommendations
· Due date: Final Report goes to the Board May and June.
· March would be due date for this committee
· “Quality Focus” Essay. What are we not doing well and what is the action plan for improvement

· Possible Weakness items: Workshops to discuss integration, proper communication, we measure more than one kind of outcome: SLO, Action plan, SLO can be used to get resources, faculty feels erroneously that they will be “punished” for a poor assessment, basic lack of understanding in regard to what an SLO is, what are the reasons that we do SLOs?, identify people who do a good job and would be willing to mentor other trainers and faculty, if this a priority then we must have monetary and time support from administration, SLOs are not in the educational master plan, bibliography  of that support the use of resources, creation of videos to explain processes, an explanation of SLOs in the Chaparral, 
· Great progress has been made, simple compliance is up from 13%-90%, we now need to focus on quality of assessment


	Items to move to Senate

GELO Document

	Outcome

	Future Focus
	Outcome



Meeting Adjourned:  1:32pm
Next Meeting: February 25, 2016 12:30pm-1:30pm AD 121
Respectfully Submitted by Paul Sherman
Reviewed by Yvette Ybarra
