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1. Sarah Jones is replacing Christie Diep from Lang. arts. 

2 The committee had no objection to making the SLO Rep and the Accreditation 
Rep voting members of the committee 

3 Alex Porter VPA has invited the committee members to a special meeting 
Thursday Oct 17th at 3:00.  The meeting is meant to further discuss how IPR can 
be connected with budget processes.   Bryan Seiling pointed out that during the 
most recent faculty prioritization there was very little to no discussion about IPR  
in the decision making process.   The Committee feels there needs to be a greater 
effort to tie in IPR with Budget requests.    Everyone on the committee is 
encouraged to attend the meeting Thursday  

 



4. Bryan emailed the committee various forms to review.   One form deals with 
the midterm program review budget requests.  If a department between the 4 
year cycle of program review wishes to make s budget request they will be able to 
submit the form to the committee. Another form deal with those programs that 
receive a non-compliance or compliance but needs improvement rating on their 
program review.  It was agreed that any department who wants to submit these 
forms can do it at any time during the fall or spring semesters and the committee 
will look at them promptly.   Another issue that was raised is that there needs to 
be more communication to divisions about this new part of program review.  It is 
important that each rep report to their division rep report back to their division.  
It was also suggested that Bryan create a one-page cover sheet explaining this 
new process which would go out to departments when they begin their program 
review cycle.   

Also, the current form needs to be updated to tell programs to prioritize their 
budget requests, not just to list them.  

 

5 David raised the issue of having program review present data to each program 
about why students drop the courses.  An idea is that when any student drops a 
course via webstar they should be required to give a reason why they dropped 
that course.  Eileen will check with IECC to see how this can be done through the 
district and the topic will be addressed in Senate to see if there are any faculty 
concerns about the collection of this data.  The overall sentiment of the 
committee is that this would be extremely helpful data.  

6. DE wanted to delay their Program review until spring 2021.  Bryan explained 
that since they have been under other reviews that should not be a problem and 
the committee agreed to give the one-year delay.  

7.  Next meeting will be Nov 4th when we start to review programs.  

 

8.  This was the final meeting for Phil Dykstra.  The committee shared their 
tremendous  thanks for his unbelievable hard work and dedication to this 
committee and to the campus.  


