Grand Valley State University

General Education Subcommittee 

Minutes of 3/15/10 
PRESENT: Deborah Bambini; James Bell; Susan Carson; Phyllis Curtiss; Roger Gilles; Hugh McGuire; Lauren Kaercher; Sheldon Kopperl; Keith Rhodes; David Vessey; Lynn Sheehan (for Kathryn Waggoner), Kari Kensinger; Penney Nichols-Whitehead; Paul Sicilian, Judy Whipps
ALSO PRESENT: C. “Griff” Griffin, Director of General Education; Krista Rye, Office Coordinator
ABSENT:  Dana Munk; Shelley Schuurman;
GUESTS: Maria Cimitile
	Agenda Items
	Discussion
	Action / Decisions

	Approval of March 1 Minutes
	Motion to approve; seconded.

	Approved.

	Approval of Agenda 
	Motion to approve; seconded.

	Approved.

	Curricular Item

     Log#6938

	Log #6938, a course-change proposal from Kin Ma in Geography
A committee member asked the Director if the department had talked to her about this proposed course-change prior to being submitted as he was curious to know where the idea came from.  The Director didn’t recall speaking with anyone, but said it could have been a part of their department’s strategic plan. The Director added that in the U.S. Diversity category they must prove “race plus one”.  She pointed out that this course proposal is for the U.S. Diversity category and not for World Perspectives.

A committee member asked if this course is studying the United States with Canada as a contrast, or is it studying both?  If it is the latter than he wasn’t sure if this was a fit. Another committee member noted that objectives 3 and 4 speak to the contrast and that it appears that it is really about origin patterns, however they thought the assignment should be changed. It was generally agreed that the course needs to more clearly focus on the United States.
Motion to request amendment; seconded. 
	Approved to request amendment.
Request for amendment to include placing more emphasis on the United State and Canada as a contrast role only.

	Log#7032


	Log#7032, a new-course proposal from Jim Penn in Geography

A committee member noted that there are four geography courses in the Theme already. The Director responded that since students cannot take more than one course from a unit in a Theme, that is not a good enough reason to deny the course.
Motion to approve the new course-proposal from Geography; seconded.

A committee member stated that they would like to see language that is more targeted and less geared towards majors and minors in future proposals.  There was committee consensus that this did not need an amendment, but that they would like the Chair to add this comment when approving.


	Approved.

The Chair will make a comment about excluding the “geared towards majors/minors” in future proposals.

	LEAP GOALS/ GE Structural Revisions
	Based on the March 1 discussion and the chart we brainstormed, we will try to reach consensus about the rough contours of the upper-level GE component we’d like to see.
Our guest gave an update from her meeting with the Provost.  The Provost is excited about the work everyone has been doing.  The Provost reviewed the table compiled from our last GES meeting and shared her thoughts:
1) She looked at it from both a pedagogical and fiscal perspective.  She liked having a “high impact” capstone similar to example D (experiential, problem-solving, AAC&U high impact documents), but more as example B with faculty facilitating across disciplines and not necessarily the knowledge base of the professor, but rather helping students with these skills.

2) As for the team-teaching, the Provost discussed this as an option, but did not think it was as economically viable.

3) The Provost liked the idea of LIB 100 as an initial course.  She asked Maria to work with Phillip to find out more information on the impact of courses in terms of feasibility.
The Provost was supportive of deep changes to the upper-level component. She thought one or two of the possibilities looked very similar to the current Themes.
The Provost also talked about making summer cohort training available for faculty to get them up-to-date on facilitating these types of courses.

Committee discussion continued related to the five (A-E) upper-level options from March 1. By the end of the discussion, two or three main possibilities remained (two versions of A, and D), and it was agreed that we would begin next week’s discussion with them. Our continuing goal is to arrive at a consensus on a single model, but it’s possible that we remain divided and end up with two possible models instead of just one.

	

	Director’s Report
	Guidelines needed for departmental transfer-equivalency reviews.
The Director sent an email to committee members with information about transfer issues.  There was not time for follow-up discussion.


	

	Chair’s Report
	No Report.

	

	New Business
	
	

	Adjournment
	Motion to adjourn; seconded.

	Adjourned at 4:30pm
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