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SUBJECT:  Assessment loop closing

SENATOR PROPOSING MOTION:  Kathleen Shannon

SENATOR SECONDING MOTION:  John Nieves


MOTION:  Resolved:  That the Faculty Senate charge the University Academic Assessment Committee with reviewing its bylaws and considering the feasibility and desirability of focusing its mission on general education by removing the portions regarding major program assessments to focus more specifically on General Education and to consider adding something along the lines of:

· Identify any areas of our general education student learning goals that the assessment results indicate are not being met and make recommendations to the Faculty Senate on addressing these, either by charging appropriate faculty groups with considering/proposing alterations to general education courses or requirements, or by revisiting the learning goals for feasibility and continued relevance.

Amendments made at the meeting:

JUSTIFICATION:   It is important to “close the loop” on assessment, otherwise it is pretty much a useless exercise, and it is not apparent that we have in place a mechanism for doing that for the general education portion of our curriculum. However, individual departments have been doing this largely without assistance from this committee. This change would charge the committee responsible for overseeing general education assessment with reviewing the results and kickstarting the process to address weaknesses revealed, if any.  By focusing solely on the shared university-wide portion of the curriculum, the committee would be more focused and, in a position to have a greater impact.  This would also be a large enough charge for a committee.  Naturally, any changes to general education ultimately need to be developed in the areas where the instruction will occur and approved by the faculty as a whole.

Academic Departments have been engaged in regular assessment as part of the Academic Program Review process for quite some time now and most of us are unaware of any role that this committee has played recently in this process.  Perhaps in the earlier days of implementation of outcomes assessment some of the tools and development opportunities were orchestrated by this committee but at this time there does not appear to be a need for a (university-wide) faculty senate committee to oversee this process.  Departments are handling this on their own and do not seem to need input from those outside the discipline in running the process. 

The current bylaws are appended to this document.  Portions that seem unnecessary or which might be altered are highlighted.

ANTICIPATED IMPACT:
Negative:  This is handing off an important issue to a committee and the motion is not particularly prescriptive.

Positive:    We may fare better on Middle States reviews if we have a clear process for addressing the results of our general education assessment.

Is this a recommendation to the Provost?  Yes___	No_X___
Is this a recommendation to someone else?  No____  	Yes, to a FS Committee

DATE:  Number of Senators Present:    	     Votes in Favor:         	 Motion Passes or Fails:

Section 16. University Academic Assessment Committee: 
The UAAC shall serve as both an advisory and an assessment coordination body on all matters related to academic assessment at the University as a whole. The UAAC shall make recommendations to the Senate concerning the development and implementation of assessment options relevant to instruction and learning outcomes.[endnoteRef:1]  [1:  Specific references to general education could be added in this paragraph.] 

The UAAC shall concern itself with the development, implementation and evolution of a comprehensive academic outcomes assessment plan. Specifically, the purposes of the committee shall be to: 
A. Articulate and update a coherent plan for academic[endnoteRef:2] student outcomes assessment;  [2:  General education learning goal rather than academic, perhaps] 

B. Articulate and update a coherent plan for ongoing assessment of the general education curriculum; 
C. Identify viable assessment processes and instruments that contribute to the development of meaningful assessment plans for academic departments, programs, and activities; 
D. Assist all academic units in development, implementation, and use of their individual assessment programs to improve student learning; 
E. Review assessment reports[endnoteRef:3];  [3:  Of general education learning goals] 

F. Promote the scholarship of learning and assessment for Faculty; and 
G. Undertake other duties as assigned by the Senate. 
The committee shall have seven voting members: one Faculty member elected by and from each Unit, one elected at-large. One student selected annually in a manner determined by the Student Government Association shall serve a one-year term as a non-voting member. Ex officio members: the Provost, and the Director of University Analysis, Reporting and Assessment.
