
Student Learning Committee (SLC) 

Minutes from Meeting on February 12, 2015 

 

 

Committee members present:  Kendrick Brown (chair), Nancy Bostrom, Keith Edwards, Polly 

Fassinger, Diane Michelfelder, Kimerly Miller, Jaine Strauss. 

Absent:  Terri Fishel, Jim Hoppe, Paul Overvoorde, student representatives yet to be named by 

MCSG. 

I. SLC is now turning attention to departments and offices, identifying evidence connected to 

Think Critically and Analyze Effectively (TCAE).  As part of this work, SLC members will 

review action reports, which must be treated as confidential.   

Kendrick reviewed the action reports from academic departments (to date, there are 25 of 

37 reports), and noted reports that have information which could be connected to TCAE.  

Kendrick distributed a handout summarizing this information.  Of the 25 reports from 

academic departments, it appears that 11 have no explicit connections to TCAE (highlighted 

in red), 8 have clear connections (highlighted in green), and 6 have possible connections to 

TCAE (highlighted in yellow).   

 It was suggested that SLC focus on current reports only, and that the committee 

should not review older reports.  The older reports were based on earlier 

assessment plans—the current learning outcomes are a bit tighter and were 

considered with an awareness of the Statement of Student Learning. 

 

 The goal isn’t necessarily to have all “green,” i.e. for everything to match up with 

TCAE, but rather to be able to include samples of departments and offices that map 

onto our institutional goals in a given year.   

 

o Ideally there will be representation from across divisions, but if we want to 

be intentional about divisional representation, it was suggested that we 

identify a process to ensure this occurs. 

 

 Because academic departments may choose to assess any one of their outcomes 

each year, it could happen that we won’t have examples for a specific outcome in a 

particular year.  In this event, it was suggested that we could put out a call to 

departments and ask for any available information. 

 

o It would also help to ask departments and offices to “self-identify” to which 

learning goals and/or outcomes their assessment work connects.  

  



Action Item:  Kendrick will circulate the action reports.  SLC members will keep this 

information confidential.  Committee members will review departments highlighted in 

green and yellow, and note any connections to TCAE learning outcomes. 

Action Item:  Kendrick will review action reports from academic offices and note 

possible connections to TCAE. 

Action Item:  Keith was asked to examine available information from Student Affairs 

action reports and note possible connections to TCAE. 

II. Kendrick distributed a draft outline for our TCAE report.  The report is divided into sections 

including:  Executive Summary; Background; Evidence; Analysis; Findings and 

Recommendations.  SLC will work from this template.  

 

III. Next steps are to examine the action reports from designated academic departments and 

make note of any connections to particular TCAE learning outcomes.  At the next meeting, 

SLC will seek consensus on these connections and begin to review a summary of TCAE 

connections with academic offices.   

 


