COMMITTEE ON THE ASSESSMENT OF STUDENT LEARNING
MINUTES

OCTOBER 23, 2007

Call to Order

The October 23, 2007 meeting for the Committee on the Assessment of Student Learning was called to order at 12:45 p.m. by chairperson, Rebecca Throneburg in the Clinical Services Building, room 2101.

Members present:
Rebecca Throneburg, (chair), Mary Herrington-Perry, Peggy Holmes-Layman, 


Carla Honselman, Debra Hopgood, Stacey Knight-Davis, Daiva Markelis, 

Lola McElwee,Christie Roszkowski, Karla Sanders, and Jie Zou

Members absent:
Lisa Taylor

I.  
Approval of the October 9, 2007 Minutes


Rebecca Throneburg motioned to approve the October 9, 2007 minutes as published and the motion carried unanimously.

II.
Recap of October 18, 2007 CAA Meeting

Rebecca Throneburg and Karla Sanders recapitulated to CASL the meeting with CAA on October 18th and the Faculty Senate meeting on October 16.  Discussion followed.

III.
Voting of Proposed EWP Revisions


1.   
SUBMISSIONS:  Three submissions are required.  Submissions will come from any WC or WI course, or from any other course for which the student completes an appropriate writing assignment.  (Only 1 submission is allowed in any one class.)


The first two submissions must be deposited by the time the student earns 60 hours (a registration hold will be placed at 75 hours) so that weaknesses may be addressed in a timely fashion; the last submission must be deposited by the time the student earns 105 hours so that  graduation will not be delayed.  Transfer students who enter EIU with more than 30 hours may be allowed additional time to submit work to the portfolio.  Papers must meet the following criteria to be submitted to the EWP:



1.  The paper must be at least 750 words in length (approximately 3 pages).



2.  It must be written in standard English.

3.  It must be developed in a manner consistent with the demands of the discipline for which it was written.

4.  It may not be a poem, short story, play or any other work of creative writing.


Vote:  Passed Unanimously 10 votes out of 10

2. 
ELECTRONIC Writing Portfolio:  Web based submission.  Students choose course from list linked to Banner data about course enrollment.  Student uploads paper (faculty may set deadlines in the course regarding when paper must be uploaded).  Faculty are alerted via email each week that papers are available to rate.  Faculty submit ratings from website.  All ratings must be completed by the grade submission deadline each semester.  Submissions are made only during the semester the student is enrolled in the course.


Vote:  Passed Unanimously 10 votes out of 10

3. 
The RUBRIC:  Faculty readers will evaluate the writing sample with attention to four areas:


Content 
(meeting assignment criteria while conveying content accurately with well-supported ascertains)


Organization (presenting information in a focused, logical, orderly fashion with connections made between ideas and conclusions drawn)


Style appropriate to discipline (choosing appropriate vocabulary, using appropriate sentence structures, showing awareness of the purpose, topic and audience)
Mechanics (adhering to the accepted conventions of grammar and punctuation, spelling words correctly, documenting sources appropriately if applicable)




The instructor will rate the student's level of writing competency as:


4) 
Superior (Skill performed consistently and thoroughly to meet collegiate-level writing expectations, generally without error) (3.5)


3) 
Satisfactory (Skill well developed although some refining may be necessary to meet collegiate-level writing expectations; a few minor errors may be present) (2.5)



2) 
Needs Improvement (Skill present but requires further development and consistency to meet collegiate-level writing expectations; several errors are likely present) (1.5)



1)
Unsatisfactory (Skill minimally emerging to meet collegiate-level writing expectations; numerous errors are likely present)



A total score for the paper will be generated based on the instructor's rating of the four dimensions of the written paper.  The total score could range from 4-16.  EWP readers will continue to rate the entire portfolio in each of 4 areas as:  


4=Strong, 3=Adequate, 2=Weak, 1=Poor


Vote on all four areas:  Passed unanimously 10 votes out of 10
4.
STUDENT MOTIVATION TO SUBMIT QUALITY WORK:  Include individual EWP ratings and an overall rating of portfolio based on instructor ratings of submitted papers on student degree audit.  Students with superior ratings (pass with distinction on the EWP requirement) will receive a congratulatory letter.  Poor ratings could also have a consequence of need for remediation (see next row)


Vote:  Passed  8 yes and 2 no


5.
COLLEGE-LEVEL WRITING COMPETENCY:  Expand purpose of EWP to act as a junior-level diagnostic portfolio to determine if individual student's writing abilities are sufficient to meet the university's minimal expectations for writing competency.  Instructor ratings for two EWP submissions will be averaged.  Students whose first two submissions do not demonstrate minimally competent writing will be required to take a diagnostic writing exam to determine whether they need additional opportunities to learn to write effectively.  



The Provost will fund 4 additional Graduate Assistantships (one from each college to specialize in the types of writing expected in the various colleges).  The purpose of these GAs is to work with the poorest 5-10% of writers to help them develop their writing skills through a 1 credit hour small group/one-to-one writing tutorial.  Existing GAs from the Academic Success Center will work with students without a declared major.  Ideally, the Writing Center would provide training and support for the GAs.  Student's portfolio requirements are met when remediation is complete and 3rd paper submitted.  If the third submission is weak, student will receive letter about concern about poor writing-suggest the student pursues independent options to improve writing-no hold on graduation.


Advisors may encourage writers with weak writing skills (but who are not required to participate in formal remediation by the University EWP) to take additional WC courses, to take advantage of services at the Writing Center, or to take advantage of writing services in their department.


Vote:  Passed  7 yes and 3 no

Rebecca Throneburg asked Daiva Markelis if Writing Center faculty would train the additional graduate assistants. They and Mary Herrington-Perry discussed comments that Dana Ringuette had made when he visited CASL which suggested that Writing Center faculty would train the tutors if remediation passed.  Mary Herrington-Perry assured CASL members that Provost Lord would fund 4 new G.A. positions.


6.
OPTIONAL DEPARTMENTAL SUBMISSIONS:  The EWP will offer the option of using this tool for departmental evaluation of writing.  Departments/Academic units may require that students in their majors submit additional or specific samples to the EWP.  If academic programs wish to gauge student progress in writing, the department could choose to require a writing assignment with defined parameters be submitted near the beginning and end of progression through the academic program.  The Electronic Writing Portfolio has three optional submission "slots" available for departments to require submissions which meet requirements for their majors.  Academic units should work with CASA to define submission parameters for their majors.  Departments can evaluate student’s writing skills on dimensions that are most appropriate to their discipline.

Vote:  Passed Unanimously 10 votes out of 10
IV.  CAA Meeting October 25, 2007
The proposed changes to the Electronic Writing Portfolio will go to CAA for approval on Thursday, October 25, 2007.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 1:40 p.m.


Kimberly K. Sweeney, Recording Secretary

*************************

ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE NEXT MEETING

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2007

Clinical Services Building, Room 2101
***********************
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