COUNCIL ON ACADEMIC ASSESSMENT (CAA)

Minutes, February 3, 2010
UNH 306 9:30 – 11:00
Members present: Heidi Andrade (Chair), Henryk Baran, Zak Berkovich, Daryl Bullis, Jason Cotugno, Kristen Hessler, Aaron Major, Richard Matyi, Dana Peterson, Marjorie Pryse, Bruce Szelest
Members absent: Brea Barthel, Sue Faerman, Brian Gabriel, Bill Roberson 

The Chair introduced new council member, Aaron Major.  Aaron is replacing Joette Stefl-Mabry, who is on sabbatical this semester.

The meeting began with the approval of the minutes of December 9, 2009.  
The Chair asked for updates from GEAC Chair, Daryl Bullis.  Bullis reported that there is a new pilot Form 1 being used with instructors of classes in the Foreign Language category this semester.  In contrast to the previous pilot form, it is much shorter and has the potential to initiate a dialogue between the instructor and the Interim Director of Program Review and Assessment about the choices of assessment tools.  Bullis also reported that there is a resolution pending for presentation to the Board of Trustees that would eliminate the SUNY wide assessment requirement, and give more autonomy to campuses to devise their own assessment plans, as long as they satisfied Middle States standards. It will be discussed in GEAC in its upcoming meeting.
The Chair asked for updates from PRC Chair, Henryk Baran.  Baran reported that the work of the committee on the reports for Judaic Studies and Computer Science had not yet concluded.  A review of Informatics and History was scheduled for this semester.  

The Chair read a statement by a faculty member who expressed a very skeptical attitude toward program review.  She noted that the sentiment expressed was not unique, and urged council members to help change attitudes towards assessment. 

The Chair then passed out copies of a memo from David Lavallee, Interim Provost and Vice Chancellor of Academic Affairs for the State University of New York system, requesting input about the discussion draft resolution for “Streamlining of the State University Board of Trustees Policy on Assessment.” Members discussed how the proposal to streamline assessment might change the current process.
The Chair then asked for responses to the Graduate Student Support Review Panel Final Report, which the Council members had been asked to review prior to the meeting.  Marjorie Pryse, Dean of Graduate Studies, shared background information with the Council members, stressing that the Provost viewed it as a way to think about improvement. She asked the Council for suggestions about what could be done with the information the university now has on its graduate programs, and its thoughts on the relationship between this kind of internal review and the external review of the cyclical Program Review process.  Clarification was requested about the intentions of the study and whether the results would be made public. Pryse said that the study was one that she had wanted to undertake three years ago, but that a funding crisis prompted the study and dictated the speed with which it was generated.  The program rankings would not be released, because that disclosure might cause unnecessary stress and even professional difficulties for the current students in the programs.  
The Council members noted that the strengths of the study included:
· Its attention to rigor

· The underscoring of the prescriptive nature of the criteria

· Its analysis of results

· Allowing programs to provide their own barometers of success

· Its constructive effort to generate a culture of assessment  

The Council members noted the weakness of the study included:
· The absence of content validity data to support the rubric

Some discussion continued about the potential relationship between such a broad study and the Program Review process. The Chair requested that the discussion be taken up in the Program Review Committee this semester. It was noted that although the Provost had asked for feedback from the Council that it should not feel rushed to draft a response.  Its thoughtful consideration of the issues this semester would be appreciated.

Action step

1. Bendikas will send around a summary of recommendations that have come from the Council and its committees over the past three years, for the members to review prior to the next meeting.
The meeting adjourned at 11:00 a.m.

Minutes respectfully submitted by Kristina Bendikas

