University Assessment Committee
Minutes
May 6, 2008

 


Location: HLSB 104
I. Announcements and Updates (over pastries and coffee)
A. Higher Learning Commission Annual Meeting—April

1. Assessment Academy Mentor Meeting with Sharon Valente was 

confirming. While we do need to collect and report on assessment data, campus conversations about our students’ learning are primary (and will lead to the assessment collection and reporting).  [Implications for this seen in Summer Committees’ Work]

2. PEAQ Fair: Great interest in our work, particularly among the Jesuit 

schools. 

3. Annual Meeting (in general) reflections were shared by those who 

attended; it was noted that we need a process that will help us handle our institutional complexity. 
4. We need to consider submitting proposal for presentation at the 2009 Meeting—proposals due October or November—there was expressed interest in our new co-curricular programming with faculty and student services, but preliminary sharing of our project would be beneficial. 
B. May Assessment Academy Report Posting


1. Updates were posted, but a more complete sharing will not occur until 

we have a web site dedicated to this project and the materials generated in our work (i.e., six university-level outcomes)—this work is scheduled for Summer 08.
2. Peer Review Access to Subcommittee chairs: We have been invited and

encouraged to include other peer reviewers on the Creighton team. 
I will add the following volunteers to the Creighton team: Fran Klein, Gail Jensen, and Rich Rossi.  Others are welcome to join as this will give you access to our cohort schools’ projects. Registration as a team member may result in prompts to review other schools’ project, but this is a responsibility of the school and not each member, so feel free to also review, but I will continue that responsibility (but I do welcome assistance). 
C. 2008-2009 Meetings will begin September.  
Those in attendance thought early Tuesday mornings would remain a good time to meet, but given the number of absences, Mary Ann Danielson will send out a request to verify member availability for meetings.
II. Open Issues: 
A. Administrative Support for the work of the UAC

1. HLC and other obligations

2. Bob Mundhenk visit was sponsored by Rich Rossi and his department.  

All three workshop sessions were well attended and feedback was very positive. 
3. Summer student worker has been hired to help with the work of the 

UAC (and the CASTL Summer Institute)


4. Strategic Planning Process: Tom Purcell has been vocally supportive of 

linking the university’s planning processes to university (learning) outcomes. As this process develops, we’ll see how this might support our work. 

III. New Business:
A. University-level Outcomes—Approved {There was a question about having 

this information shared during student orientation.}
1. Distribution of University-Level Outcomes Statement to Deans (see 

attached document, please share with your Dean and faculty colleagues)
2. Campus Conversations: Proposed 08-09 Topic “Deliberative Reflection 

on Personal and Professional Formation”



[2009 CASTL Theme: Ethics of Inquiry (An Inquiry into Ethics)]



a. It was recommended that a committee work (Summer 08-AY 

08/09) to host campus presentations on this and other university-level outcomes. The goal is to clarify the outcomes for Deans and their faculty and to be seen as a resource in assisting them in their assessment efforts. 

b. Committee members to work on organizing and moderating 

campus conversations or work with peer review or bridging subcommittees.





1. Members: Palma Strand (chair), Fran Klein. . .
[Members of the former University-level Outcomes Committee who have not indicated their committee preferences for next year include: Brenda Coppard, Katie Huggett, Jim Knudsen, Joan Norris]



2. It was suggested we invite others to work with this 

committee (e.g., Christy Rentmeester, CHPE).

B. Return to 2008 Timeline for Committee Work

1. Peer Review
a. Operationalize definitions of University-level Outcomes

b. Propose measurements/methods (tool box) for outcomes
c. Provide a template describing a process for assessment and data 

review (include review of report/consultation outside of unit group




d. Devise an infrastructure for providing consultation/development 

to units’ assessment groups (assessment committees)




e. Identify assessment expertise available across campus




f. Promote assessment fair/sharing of good ideas/resources across 

campus

1. Suggestion was made to offer events in the new Harper Center Café

2. Bridging Curricular and Co-Curricular Learning

a. Examining a few programs that bridge curricular and co-

curricular learning

b. Identify appropriate assessment measures (for those programs)

c. Test the applicability of those measures to other programs

d. Create a committee on curricular and co-curricular learning

e. Begin to create a culture of collaboration that encourages the 

development of similar opportunities for student learning

C. Summer Committees for (chair denoted by *)
1. Exploratory review of electronic systems of collecting and reporting assessment data (Paul Turner*, Colette O’Meara-Hanson, Danielson, others?)  September 2008 Outcome: Recommendation for UAC review.
2. Electronic Toolbox (Mike Monaghan*, Gail Jensen, Tom Meng, Lee Budesheim, Danielson, others?) September 2008 Outcome: Sharing of preliminary resources and infrastructure available for faculty use.
3. Curricular and Co-Curricular Program Review and Rubric Development (Rossi*, Tom Kelly, Richard Super, Maria Teresa Gaston, Stephanie Wernig, Danielson, others?) September 2008 Outcome: Report on Program Review and Drafted Rubric.
a. It was suggested that OISSE (office in SPAHP) is also working on assessment measures, and we may benefit from sharing resources. 
4. Campus Conversations (Palma Strand*, Fran Klein, Danielson, others?)
September 2008 Outcome: Report on Summer meetings and outline plan for 08-09 campus conversations.


D. Presentation on current Electronic Reporting Mechanisms (BlueLine).


A special thank you to Rick Murch-Shafer who, in a very limited time 

slot, shared some of his work on the reporting functions available to faculty within BlueLine (Outcomes) and for students’ compilation of their evidence of learning through ePortfolios.  As a review and for those who had to leave or were not present, Rick has created very short (less than 5 minutes) introductions to both features.  Please review.

https://people.creighton.edu/~rem35384/StandardsandObjectivesDemo 

https://people.creighton.edu/~rem35384/ePortfolioDemo 

IV. Adjourned at 9:50. 
