PROGRAM ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW COUNCIL MEETING Feb. 17, 2010, MINUTES 

Present: B. Bencken, R. Birkemeier, C. Chang, R. Deleon, L. Farmer, K. Freesemann, L. Garcia, J. Grey, L. Haas, L. Haas, K. Janousek, M. Laws,  C. Lindsay, V. Novack, B. Pernet, H. Nguyen, M. Pounds, S. Reddy, S. Sayegh, C. Warren (and R. DeLeon excused)

Guests: Mohammed Forouzesh, Robert Friis, Dixie Grimmett, Sue Stanley, CHHS
The meeting was convened at 2:07 pm in BH302. 

The agenda was approved. 

The minutes of Feb. 3, 2010, were approved as read. Lesley will email the draft minutes to members so she can correct any items ahead of time.  
Keith welcomed ASI representative Llaura Garcia as a new PARC member.

Public Health/Health Science Program Review Report
The visiting CHHS guests were introduced. Because the original PARC review member no longer serves on PARC, Sharlene Sayegh presented the Public Health/Health Science Review Report. She noted the mission, which is not always consistent across publications.  Undergraduate and graduate enrollmens have increased since the last study, but the number of students in the MS Health Science program has decreased. The external reviewers stated that not all criteria were fully met. Faculty are well prepared; the proportion of lecturers has risen, which is becoming the campus norm. Recommendations were read.

Several questions were asked, and CHHS faculty also commented on the report.

· The department (faculty, students, administration) worked with a CSULB consultant facilitator (Terri Allen) to develop the programs’ mission and goals. 

· The PARC report should quote the external reviewers’ statement about the status of criteria being met. It was mentioned that the department has continued to work on addressing concerns, responded to the external report two times, and now needs to address the service objective. They have asked Sharlene for input, and they have worked with Michelle St.-Germain.

· The MS in Health Science (HS) is very small, but CHHS wants to keep the program, particularly to help students prepare for doctoral programs. A long-standing scholarship also supports the degree. The degree shares several of the courses with MPH, but HS students take a couple of other electives, and write a thesis. Some students switch from the MS in HS to the MPH program, largely because of the thesis. It was suggested that the program offer one degree with a couple of options. The faculty have tried a couple of experimental courses for the MS degree, and have discussed collaborating with other departments, such as mathematics. The program has an MOU with UCI relative to a doctoral program. The HS degree may need to be better advertised.

· Student learning outcomes are not consistently implemented.

The guests were thanked, and the council met in closed session to discuss the report. Sharlene was commended for her work. The program should review their curriculum. A couple of minor edits were suggested. The council suggested that a fourth program recommendation be added: to expand efforts to recruit, retain, and graduate MSHS candidates in a timely manner.
It was moved/seconded/passed to approve the external Program Review report of the Public Health/Health Science Program Department as amended. 

It was moved/seconded/passed to approve the self-study for program review of the Public Health/Health Science Program Department.

It was moved/seconded/passed to approve the program review report for the Public Health/Health Science Program Department. 

Elements of the Self Study Revision

Babette led the discussion about the draft document on the elements of academic self-studies, explaining each change. Boldface text is new text. Several items were discussed:

· Short term should state (up to three years)

· Section II.F: highlight “primary source of data”

· Section II.F: add student enrollment factors of double majors, minors, and study aboard (Babette will check with Institutional Research about the accuracy of those factors)

· Section III: change numbers into alphabet indicators

· Section IV.C: omit the word “please”

· Section VI.B: replace “feel free to” with “this may”

· Review document for presence of period punctuation (e.g., I.D and VI.B)

· Review document for word order (e.g., Table 9. Full-Time Equivalent Faculty)

· Check with Institutional Research about other data resource guides

· Preface the document with the mandate to submit reports electronically.

The issue of statistical discrepancies between Institutional Research and program data was discussed, with a question about the viability to address this problem at the CSU level. The self-study revision points out alternative sources of data that the programs can use. PARC members should read the document, email comments to Babette, and be prepared to vote on the document at the next meeting, which will be March 3. 

The English report and the Family/Consumer Sciences report are slated for the next meeting. The review team assignments will also be verified at that meeting. 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:35 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, Lesley Farmer

