
Student Learning Committee (SLC) 

Minutes from Meeting on December 2, 2014 

 

 

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

Fassinger, Terri Fishel, Jim Hoppe, Paul Overvoorde, Jaine Strauss. 

Absent:  Diane Michelfelder, Kimerly Miller, student representatives yet to be named by MCSG. 

 

I. Committee members compared calendars and narrowed down possible meeting dates and 

times for spring semester.  At this point, Thursdays from 8:30 to 9:30 am or 1:30 to 2:30 pm 

are most promising.  Assuming meetings will take place on Thursdays, the first meeting of 

next semester will be January 29 and meetings will be scheduled every two weeks. 

Action Item:  Nancy will contact absent members and confirm with everyone the date, 

time and location. 

 

II. Throughout the semester, SLC reviewed institutional and general education assessment 

data with a connection to the institutional goal for students to “Think Critically and Analyze 

Effectively” (TCAE).  SLC determined whether or not the data were a good match to TCAE 

and to which particular outcome within TCAE.  Note that to this point, the committee has 

reviewed “direct” assessment data for the general education requirements, but not yet the 

available “indirect” assessment data.  

 

The purpose of the review was to confirm that data were connected to the most appropriate 

learning outcomes.  SLC confirmed the connections and, where a single item was recorded 

under more than one outcome, assigned the item to the one outcome with the best 

connection.  SLC made the following changes: 

 

Learning Outcome 1 

 Move the NSSE input item to the “general” section. 

Learning Outcome 2 

 Move NSSE input item (synthesis) to Learning Outcome #4. 

 Move CSEQ input item (integration) to Learning Outcome #4. 

 

Action Item:  Nancy review RPS data for any information regarding quality of sources. 

  



Learning Outcome 3 

 Move CSEQ outcome item to Learning Outcome #1 

Learning Outcome 4 

 SLC considered the emphasis of each item and how it specifically connects to each 

component of the requirement.  Each item was designated as relating most to 

Synthesizing (S) or Critiquing (C) relevant information; Formulating defensible 

conclusions (F); Building upon existing knowledge (B); or Creating novel ideas (N).  

See updated version for designations. 

 Move RPS outcome item to Learning Outcome #2 

 Eliminate the three INTL outcome items  

Learning Outcome 5 

 No changes. 

 

III. Next steps are to examine the CLA items and determine how best to allocate each item to a 

particular learning outcome. 

 


