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 Greg Baxley, co-chair  Cherie Moore, Curriculum (or 

designee) 
 John Cascamo, Academic 

Dean, ex-officio 
 

 Sally Demarest, co-chair, IPPR rep  Susan Iredale, Economics    
 Petra Clayton, Lang and Comm  Allison Merzon, CCFT (or 

designee) ex-officio 
  Courtesy Copy:  

 Roland Finger, English  Ryan Cartnal, OIRA (or 
designee) ex-officio 

  Kevin Bontenbal  

 Amy Kayser, ESL  Aimee LaRue, OIRA, ex-officio  Deb Wulff  
        

 
TOPIC 

Comm
. Init. 

Connections 
(ACCJC Rubric, 

Standards, 
Integrated 

Planning, Strat. 
Plan,) 

 
INITIATOR 

 
TIME 

A = Action 
D = 
Discuss 
P = Plan 
I = Inform 
R = 
Report 

 
NOTES/MINUTES 

Approve agenda 
 

  Demarest  3 min. A First: Baxley 

Second: Larue 

Approve minutes from 
February 20, 2012 

  Demarest 5 min. A First: Baxley 

Second: Larue 

Reports on Recent SLOA 
Activity 

• Presentation to 
Student Services and 
Admin Services  

• Senate Proposals 
• Invitation to present 

as ACCJC Training 
Workshop 

• Course SLOs in 
CurricUNET 

• Accreditation Self-

 ACCJC Rubric: 2 Demarest  10 min. R, I Demarest described her recent presentation 
to the Student Services and Administrative 
Services Clusters. Baxley explained the recent 
proposals that were approved by the senate 
requesting all programs to submit an updated 
assessment cycle calendar and a direct 
assessment plan to the SLOA Co-coordinators 
by May __.  Demarest and Baxley have been 
supporting work on the Accreditation Self-
Study, and they. Along with Deb Wulff, have 
been invited to present at an ACCJC training 
session. 



 2 

Evaluation 

Improvements to ILO 
Representative Outcomes 
Statements 

1 Initiative: 1 
ACCJC Rubric:  4 
& 5 

Demarest 20 min D, A Tabled until next meeting. 

Reviewing Database options 
Current listserv thread 
Arranging demos/pitches 

8 Initiative: 8 
ACCJC Rubric: 4 

Demarest 30 min. D, P Committee members discussed the comment 
thread from the recent SLOA listserv about 
various database options, including eLumen, 
TracDat, and CurricUNET. The committee 
decided that the best course of action would 
be to defer this decision until next year. The 
reasons for this deferment include the fact 
that the new version of CurricUNET (with the 
assessment and planning models) will not be 
fully live until next year. The committee 
wants to give CurricUNET serious 
consideration since a) it’s a system that we 
already use, and b) Cuesta’s strengths with 
SLO assessment seem to lie in our qualitative 
work, analysis, dialogue, and emphasis on 
improvement—strengths that CurricUNET 
might foster.  The other reason for deferring 
a final recommendation is the fact that in 
2013-2014 the district will be focused on 
reported our progress and current status in 
the ACCJC Self-Study, and implementing a 
new system at that time seems impractical 
and untimely (especially since, as a college, 
we are already in compliance regarding 
assessment). The committee members also 
agreed that it would be very useful to visit a 
few colleges in the fall—colleges that are 
using different systems—to see their systems 
in action and interview the users. As a result, 
our final recommendation is this: The SLOA 
Committee recommends deferring a decision 
about database purchase until the next 
academic year, when the latest version of 
CurricUNET can be studied, and committee 
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members can visit colleges to interview 
users of at least three systems. 

Next ILO Assessment Project 4 ACCJC Rubric: 1 Demarest 20  min D, P Demarest indicated that it would be difficult 
but beneficial to develop a direct assessment 
component for the Arts and Humanities and 
Social and Behavioral Science degrees. Kayser 
indicated that the language was a bit 
redundant throughout the essay and that 
such redundancy could lead students to lose 
focus and attention. Larue recommended 
grouping questions into sets and bolding or 
italicizing key words so that respondents 
could clearly see distinctions between related 
questions. Demarest recommended adding 
comment boxes for those questions that 
ranked lowest on the Spring 2012 
assessment. It was recommended that 
questions 17 and 18 be given to all students 
because the questions align with the new 
mission statement (which is still in the 
approval process).  It was recommended that 
drop-down menus might be employed for 
prompts. Demarest recommended that 
revisions be made to improve some elements 
but that key questions remain essentially the 
same (despite their weaknesses) in order to 
ensure comparable data over a two-year 
period. 

Future Agenda Items:  
• Revision of the SLOA 

Handbook 
• Recruiting/Mentoring 

future SLOA leaders 
• Pilot Assessment 

Project 
• SLOA Committee 

Structure 
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ACCJC Institutional Effectiveness Rubric for SLOs: Continuous Sustainable Quality Improvement  
   

1. Student learning outcomes and assessment are ongoing, systematic and used for continuous quality 
improvement. 

2. Dialogue about student learning is ongoing, pervasive and robust. 
3. Evaluation of student learning outcomes processes. 
4. Evaluation and fine-tuning of organizational structures to support student learning is ongoing. 
5. Student learning improvement is a visible priority in all practices and structures across the college. 
6. Learning outcomes are specifically linked to program reviews. 

 
Suggested SLOA Committee Initiatives for 2012-2013 
 

1. Revise SLOA Handbook 
2. Research/Discuss/Recommend SLOA Committee structure for the future 
3. Plan and conduct training (topics might include “revising assessment cycles,” “defining program 

outcomes,” “assessing program outcomes,” “sustainability,” “analyzing and documenting evidence”) 
4. Pilot assessment projects for ILO areas such as reading comprehension or technological competency 
5. Discuss and plan strategies for maintaining momentum 
6. Discuss and plan strategies for improving communication about best practices, accreditation 

standards, and district planning 
7. Discuss and plan strategies for helping faculty focus on “quality” with regard to SLOs and assessment 
8. Pilot work on TracDat Recommend database system for recording and tracking SLOs 
9. Draft a proposal for the Academic Senate on assessment protocol for “orphaned” programs 
10. Maintain the website 
11. Research and consider pursuing a Lumina Grant 

 
 


