LAS POSITAS COLLEGE

BASIC SKILLS COMMITTEE
(BaSk)
November 11, 2009

Room 2014
Minutes
Present: Lisa Everett, Nicole Holthuis, Amber Machamer, Paula Schoenecker, Laurel Jones, Tina Inzerilla, Jonathan Brickman, Pam Luster, Teri Henson, Karin Spirn, Dale Boercker, Ashley McHale, Michelle Gonzalez, Angela Amaya, Philip Manwell, Robin Roy, Jim Goia, Nancy Wright, Teri Henson.
I. Office of Institutional Research and Planning, Amber Machamer and Nicole Holthuis, presented:

Report to the LPC Basic Skills Committee
Highlighting Research on Math and English Placement Trends and Subsequent Course Enrollment
Report available on the web.  Link provided on the BaSk website.
II. Follow-up dialogue included:

a. Requests for additional research specifically related to today’s presentation:

i. Would like to see an analysis on Repeaters and their success in Basic Skills Eng and Math.


ii. Need to add in Fall 2009 placement data when Fall 09 data file in ready.

iii. Need to run some data on Orientation. # who take it and # of New Students who do not. Then compare it to our capacity. 

iv. Need to do some more fact finding about orientation to complete the impact report.

b. Other data the group would like to see at some point in the future:
i. Math/Eng course sequencing data

ii. Repeater analysis

iii. Success rates

iv. Course combo data (Eng with GE courses. Math with GE courses)

c. Conclusions that we can make based on data observed today:

i. Data shows that we are doing a good job at placing most students.
ii. Mandating assessment does not appear that it would increase demand or strain capacity of assessment center.
iii. Data shows that most students do attempt Eng/Math in first one or two semesters.
iv. The additional students we would “catch” with mandatory assessment would likely start at the bottom of the sequences. The academic progress of these students is not likely to be improved with mandatory placement.
v. If we did place more students and push to have them take Eng/ Math sooner we could worsen our capacity issues.  Math and Eng basic skills courses have very high fill rates.
vi. Majority of the students who are truly un-assessed, never take Eng/Math (85-86%).  A good portion of un-assessed are here for personal development or ESL.

d. Assessment and Placement may lack Transparency to Students

i. Students don’t understand what they are doing when they assess.
ii. We could do a better job at preparing students for their assessment tests.
iii. Ideas to improve transparency include: an assessment website with an explanation of the test, its importance, sample questions, FAQs
e. Does the assessment test really align with high school or LPC curriculum?
i. There was dialogue about the Accuplacer test not aligning well with high school curriculum or LPC curriculum, mainly in the area of English.

ii. The Assessment focuses on Reading, while curriculum that students place into focuses on Writing.
iii. It was also noted that some students who would be better placed into ESL are sometimes placed into ENG 100A/104. (Generation 1.5)

iv. CSU is looking at EAP (Early Assessment Placement) that high school juniors can take.  LPC may want to look at CSUEB cut off scores in Sp2010 and Fa2010 to see possible implications and/or potential for use at LPC. 

f. ESL, LRNS, DSP&S

i. Observed a lack of data for students who may fall between English and ESL.

ii. Students can self select to take ESL assessment or if they register for ESL they take ESL assessment.  If students score really low on Accuplacer, then may be referred to ESL or LRNS.

iii. Dialogue focused on the efficacy of placement for students who are recommended to take the ESL or LRNS tests.  
iv. The test might adequately identify these students, but path and transparency of process might be lacking. 

v. If assessment is made mandatory these are likely the additional students we would “catch” from the currently un-assessed category.
vi. Future area of research is the “space between” English and ESL/LRNS/DSP&S.

g. Where do we go from here?

i. Office of Institutional Research and Planning will continue to work with individual departments to supply data needs especially for the purpose of Program Review

ii. More information related Orientation needed to complete BaSk Impact Study.  BaSk Chair will meet with Jeff Baker to discuss orientation formats under discussion in Student Services including face-to-face, online, and a “new orientation” that might embed assessment.

iii. BaSk committee to discuss at next meeting, what do we want to focus on at this point?? Should we look into the gap between English and ESL/LRNS/DSP&S?
III. Next BSI Committee Meeting – December 9, 2009 2:45-4:15pm, Room 2014
a. Recap from 11/11/09 meeting

b. BaSk Funding Proposal process

c. Budget

d. Next steps for Learning Communities goal
