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	Minutes prepared by: L. Staudacher

	Meeting date:  12/13/07
	


Meeting participants:  
Marge Andrews, Chair
Steve Bernstein, Alternate Chair
Yener Kandogan

Stephanie Roach

Suzanne Selig

Laura Staudacher

Jessica Tischler

Tracy Wacker

Li-hsuan Yang

Meeting agenda:  
Discussion of Data Needs --- Fawn & Committee Members

Update on Self-study Process & Activities – Suzanne Selig

Guidelines for Next Draft (due January 18, 2008) – Suzanne Selig

Action items: 

	#
	Action required
	Assigned
	Deadline

	1
	Contact the IRB for information on research on campus.
	Fawn
	

	2
	Send a document regarding formatting as an attachment to the committees
	Laura
	Before winter break


Key Discussions and Decisions:
Discussion of Data Needs:

Fawn discussed all of the data which the group requested and let them know whether or not items are available or not and where they might find them.
Student survey data is up on SharePoint as of last week. 

Fawn suggested the group look at the academic affairs update for some of their information. The Provost website is a good source of information as well. 
Fawn will contact the IRB for information on research on campus.

Fawn is asking that groups share data they have gathered with her so she can put it on the portal for other groups to use since there is overlap. 

Assessment information was discussed by the Steering committee today and will be put up on SharePoint. 

Fawn already has a lot of data which she will have on sharepoint soon from IPEDS and HEIDI. She discussed the pros and cons of each of the datasets and the kinds of data she can pull from each of the reports. 

There will be an alumni survey going out before the holidays to 06/07 grads. Suzanne felt it was important to address the institution’s commitment to tracking alumni. 
All of the sub-committees are being asked to come up with faculty, staff, and student, survey questions they feel are necessary to fulfill their data needs. 

Update on process and activities:
Suzanne discussed the Steering Committee meeting which took place earlier in the day. 

The self-study needs to capture the dynamic nature of our institution. Change brings out many types of responses including excitement and resistance. What do we do with deep feelings about some of these kinds of issues? There is concern that what is actually included in the report is factually based but that the differences in opinions are captured as well. 

Guidelines for next draft:

Make sure all members of the group read each of the core components and decide as a group where overlaps should fall and where detail in those overlaps should be placed. Someone (Stephanie) might want to meet with C3 to discuss the overlaps in assessment. 
Laura will send a document regarding formatting as an attachment to the committees. 
Meeting adjourned.

