Committee for the Assessment of Student Learning (CASL)        
Meeting Minutes
January 16, 2018

I. Call to Order
The Committee for the Assessment of Student Learning (CASL) was called to order on January 16, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. in the CDS Conference Room. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Members present: 	Ahmed Abou-Zaid, Lisa Brooks Joe Eichman (recording secretary), Marita Gronnvoll, Richard Jones, Joy Kammerling, Nichole Mulvey (chair), Karla Sanders, and Stephanie Woodley 

Members absent: 	Andy Cheetham and Fern Kory


II. Approval of CASL Minutes-December 4, 2017
Joy Kammerling motioned to approve the minutes from the last meeting, with 
Marita Gronnvoll seconding. The motion passed, with Karla Sanders and Stephanie Woodley abstaining. 


III. Critical Thinking Rubric Subcommittee Report
The Critical Thinking Rubric Subcommittee (Marita Gronnvoll, Joy Kammerling, and Nichole Mulvey) met during Finals week to simplify and clarify the language in the rubric. They presented their work to the full Committee. The Subcommittee highlighted key terms for faculty, clarified the progression from Benchmark through Milestone 1-3, and added a second page of directions for faculty. 

The full Committee discussed the difference between Benchmark 1 (what students should arrive at EIU with) and Milestones 2-4 (the progression of teaching). The committee decided to leave the headings on the rubric as is. Other than minor changes on the directions page, the Committee will use the rubric as is for the Pilot, and make any suggested or needed changes after the Pilot.

IV. Critical Thinking Pilot Study 
Nichole Mulvey has 5 faculty members who will try the rubric out for our CT Pilot. Karla Sanders will reach out to faculty to see if we can get more faculty in the pilot. 

Nichole Mulvey asked if we should allow faculty reviewers to grade in half (or even quarter) points? Ahmed Abou-Zaid said he is comfortable with half points, as they are used in his department. Other members of the committee agreed with him. Karla Sanders said that consistency among the rubrics is most important, and currently for the Speaking rubric currently in use, only whole points are allowed. Nichole Mulvey agreed that we should make this as similar to the rubric currently in use. 

Currently, for both EWP and the Speaking Rubric, students only submit the original artifact. The faculty member who assigns the artifact also does the assessment. The Committee agreed to remove Direction #2, which required Faculty to have students submit 2 versions of their artifact. 

Karla Sanders said that IT will not be able to help us get any sort of submission platform ready for the pilot this semester, and we should wait to ask them to work on it after the committee knows exactly what it wants. She suggested we build a submission platform in either a Mach Form or Qualtrics. The Committee agreed that the platform for submission should be in Qualtrics, as most faculty are familiar with it. 

For the Pilot, the Committee will ask faculty to rate all their papers in the assignment – to help us determine how much work it will be, and a larger sample size. 

The Committee decided that the deadline will be at the end of March, which will give this Committee a chance to extract data from the Pilot study. 

The Committee discussed whether a ‘0’ should be added for grading, to account for a student who does not meet the Benchmark. It was decided to wait until after the Pilot is complete to see if any other changes should be made. 
       
V. Quantitative Reasoning Assessment
While the Critical Thinking Pilot is in progress this semester, the Committee will work on developing a rubric for Quantitative Reasoning. Currently EIU is only using the CLA+ to assess QR. But due to low levels of participation, it is not an entirely effective tool on its own. Karla Sanders said we have three options to assess QR:
1. Develop a rubric
2. Develop or use a test
3. Case Studies with real world applications
      Nichole Mulvey said that QR is one of the Learning Goals, we need a method of measuring         the University’s teaching process. Karla Sanders pointed out the QR was added to the Learning Goals in 2014, but the problem is how does it fit in with the rest of curriculum? Lisa Brooks pointed out that QR does not only mean math proficiency. Case studies would measure how students use numerical language to make decisions or solve problems. 
Some courses have already added QR to the curriculum after the Learning Goals were changed. English 1001 and 1002, for example. 
Marita Gronnvoll said that we will need a huge sample size to initially study QR. Karla Sanders said that if the Committee cannot find a way to assess the QR Learning Goal, we may have to make a recommendation to change the Learning Goal. 
Ahmed Abou-Zaid and Marita Gronnvoll will bring the QR rubrics currently in use in their departments to the next meeting.  

VI. Adjourn
Adjourned at 3:15 pm.

~Minutes submitted by Joe Eichman, Recording Secretary
