
MINUTES 
Assessment Committee 
Black Hall, Room 228-19 

December 8, 2010 
 

1. ATTENDING: Connie Lambert, Crystal Weddington, Henry Williams, Ian Loverro, Ian 
Quitadamo, James DePaepe, Tracy Pellett 

2. MEETING CONVENED: 10:05 am 

3. CHANGES TO AGENDA:  A motion was made, seconded, and approved to accept the 
agenda as is. 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: A motion was made, seconded, and approved to accept the 
March 4, 2010 minutes as is. 

5. OLD BUSINESS: 

 Professional Education Program 

o The program was submitted to the CTL Advisory Council last Wednesday, and sent 
back for more detail regarding co-requisites and prerequisites.   

o Jim and Angela created a new graphic for the packet explaining the sequence of 
courses.  The new graphic is a tier approach where students will have to take the 
green courses prior to the blue courses, blue courses prior to the yellow courses, 
and yellow prior to the red courses. 

o The word “block” has been removed from the program.   

o The program will be presented again at the next Advisory Council meeting. 

o It was brought to the attention of the Advisory Council that we may run up against 
opposition from the Psychology Department at Faculty Senate even though they 
supported the change last year.  We have the email from Stephanie Stein (she 
submitted last year) as documentation of approval for the Psychology Department.   

o We need to get the new program rolling so that we have data collected for the 
upcoming visit.   

o Some of the faces on the Faculty Senate Curriculum Committee have changed from 
last year, so we are hoping the opposition has declined.   

o Jim and Connie plan to contact Lori Braunstein, FS chair of the undergraduate 
curriculum committee, as soon as the curriculum has been approved by the CTL 
Advisory Council to discuss with her approval steps that have occurred.  

o Jim, working with Barry, will present the new program to the Faculty Senate 
Curriculum Committee. 

 Accuplacer Test 

o Tracy Pellett reported that a pilot was conducted this fall, data is not available yet.   

o The Academic Assessment Committee will be looking at the use of standardized 
exams.  There needs to be a diagnostic test to show a student where they need to 
improve, and something in place to tell them how to improve.  

o The Accuplacer Test is a diagnostic tool that points students to where in their writing 
they need help.  The initial thoughts on this test are to use this as an entry level to 
the program (as a diagnostic).   
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o The CTL Advisory Council discussed requiring the Accuplacer Test only for students 
who failed the West B.  This would help diagnose them prior to the retest.  During the 
discussions the concern regarding an additional fee for the students was voiced.   

o Jim shared a story about a graduate student that he worked with regarding his 
Master Thesis.  The student took the West B seven times for the writing section.  He 
came from a migrant family, barely made it through school, and wanted nothing more 
than to become a teacher.  The only other option that he saw was to become a crop 
picker like the rest of his family.  Through the diagnostic tools of the Accuplacer Test 
he was able to receive the help that he needed to pass the West B.  He is now this 
year‟s „Teacher of the Year‟.  If we can get the Accuplacer to work, get students 
diagnosed, we can get them to a level that nobody expects them to get to.   

o PESB is starting to question the use of the West B and whether the SAT scores 
might do a better job of assessing students.  David Shorr did a study on the 
difference of students allowed into the program based on SAT scores, and students 
admitted to the program that took the West B.  The study showed that by using the 
West B rather than the SAT scores we have actually lowered our expectations.   

 Programs Reports  

o Half of the reports have been submitted.  November 30, 2010 was the deadline, but 
they are still flowing in.  Jim will let the committee know the results of the reports at 
the next meeting.   

 LiveText 

o At every meeting there is a discussion on whether or not we should continue with 
LiveText, or look at something new.  Is LiveText the appropriate venue?  Is there 
something easier to use?   

o A comment was made that the LiveText team is very helpful, and has decreased the 
learning curve for new faculty.   

o A comment was made that LiveText itself has improved.   

o The biggest issue is from the students regarding LiveText vs Blackboard.  
Blackboard improvements are glacial, with poor usability and spotty assessment.  In 
an ideal world, if Blackboard had something usable it would be the best option. 

o Another option would be Data 180.  Data 180 is growing but right now is more faculty 
based.  LiveText is probably our best option of what‟s out there right now.   

o Tracy let the committee know that he has money available to kick start a Blackboard 
pilot.   

o It was pointed out that we really can‟t change anything until after the next review, but 
we can continue to research other options.  We have amassed such a large 
database it will be messy when we change over to something else.  

o A suggestion was made that it might be prudent to have a small pilot of another 
system to see what the results are, then we could show reviewers that we are 
looking at other options for improvement. 



MINUTES 
Assessment Committee 
Black Hall, Room 228-19 

December 8, 2010 
 

 1st and 3rd Year Surveys 

o We did not do the surveys because the State of Washington was doing their own.  
They have now decided that they will no longer continue with the survey so we will 
look at ours again.  Jim will be looking at the NY State Survey, and integrating it into 
ours.   

o A discussion of Qualtrics will be added to the next agenda.  A suggestion was that 
the Office of Organizational Effectiveness should be paying for campus wide 
Qualtrics.  Jim currently pays $2,500 for Qualtrics and it is being used all over 
campus, contrary to our service agreement.  It would cost about $10,000 University 
wide.   

 

 Proposal Review Committee 

o Science Education is currently working on a proposal to be submitted to the Proposal 
Review Committee.  The proposal if approved will allow Science Education to 
substitute some of their content courses for foundation courses, which already meet 
the standards.   

o Courses need to have similar assessments and artifacts.   

o There was a question on the Proposal Review Committee membership.  The 
committee is comprised of the old Standard V Steering Committee (faculty from EFC 
along with representatives from CAH and COTS).  

o A comment was made that the proposals should be reviewed every year to ensure 
that the syllabus hasn‟t changed, and that the faculty member approved to teach the 
course hasn‟t changed.   

o A comment was made that there needs to be a matrix that shows that benchmarks, 
activities, and assessments. 

o A comment was made that the Assessment Committee should be the one to review 
the assessments.    

 

6. NEW BUSINESS: 

 Teacher Performance Assessment (TPA) 

o There is national pilot of the TPA being conducted in 19 states.  Washington State 
was one of the first to jump on board.   

o The TPA is a portfolio based system with video, writing, and observation sections.  
The TPA contains ten rubrics with four levels for each rubric.   

o There was a faculty meeting here on campus on Monday to introduce the TPA, forty 
faculty members attended.  Jim collected faculty comments, concerns, suggestions, 
and will be sending them out after next Mondays meeting in Des Moines.   

o Connie will continue talks with program coordinators on implementation of the new 
assessment instrument.  We want to be ahead of the timeline. 

o The TPA will be required in 2013. 
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o There is a training session in Seattle in January, all faculty (including content faculty) 
are encouraged to attend.  The training will give programs great feedback on how 
they prepare their students. 

o The State of Washington is currently looking at an electronic instrument to evaluate 
to cut down on the time it takes to score each student.  The scoring will be done by 
external evaluators but we will request a random sample of the scores so that we 
can use them for program review and feedback.   

o There will be an update at the next meeting 
 

7. ADJOURNED:  Meeting was adjourned around 11:43 am 


