Grand Valley State University

General Education Subcommittee 

Minutes of 3/1/10 
PRESENT: Deborah Bambini; James Bell; Susan Carson; Phyllis Curtiss; Roger Gilles; Hugh McGuire; Lauren Kaercher; Sheldon Kopperl; Keith Rhodes; David Vessey; Kari Kensinger; Paul Sicilian, Judy Whipps
ALSO PRESENT: C. “Griff” Griffin, Director of General Education; Krista Rye, Office Coordinator
ABSENT:  Dana Munk; Penney Nichols-Whitehead; Shelley Schuurman; Kathryn Waggoner,
GUESTS: Maria Cimitile, Roy Cole
	Agenda Items
	Discussion
	Action / Decisions

	Approval of February 22
Minutes
	Motion to approve; seconded.

	Approved as corrected.

	Approval of Agenda 
	Motion to approve; seconded.


	Approved.

	GE Assessment: CAR Reviews

	We will discuss Roy’s newest draft CAR reviews in order to finalize our sense of the committee’s goals when responding to the CARs. We will also discuss a plan for reviewing Roy’s future drafts.
The Chair emailed four CAR responses to everyone.  Roy has integrated specific comments into the generic letter.  You will see the basic form that Roy is working on and he would appreciate any feedback.
The Chair asked if there were any comments related to the drafts sent around most recently.

A committee member said that he really liked having the one overall comment and response.   In the future it won’t make sense if faculty got the same general material ahead of time.  The Chair added that in the future we might need to say “as you received in the Fall”.

A committee member asked Roy if this new format will make his life easier.  He responded that yes, he likes the new format and thinks it will work well for all of the reasons that have been discussed.

The Chair added some clarification on the process of the GES committee review of documents.  Anyone that logs into the GE website can see the CAPs; the CARs can only be seen by members of GES with their login.  When we distribute the Reviews via email you can go to the GE website, login to find the CAR.  We will send the completed Reviews out to the committee soon.  Every Review will have two Reviewers from GE.  The Director added that we are probably looking at a total of 50-75.

A committee member asked for clarification on what our charge is for the review process.  The Chair added that members should be reviewing to see if the responses represent the committee and are there any corrections or comments that you feel should be added or excluded?
A committee member asked if it is okay to give specific example of issues raised in the responses.  Committee members responded that they thought it was a good idea to include examples, but that we need to recognize that it could be problematic if we are not familiar with the course or discipline. Nonetheless, if we see opportunities for examples as we review the draft responses, we should suggest them to Roy.
                  
Roy added that he would like to go back to those original four that were sent to everyone and shift around some language.  The language will still be the same in the document, but just moved for organizational improvement purposes.  Roy, the Director, and the Chair will handle those adjustments outside of the GES meeting.
The Director added that the reason CAPs are public and CARs are not is because the CARs have specific language that we wouldn’t want to have posted without faculty knowledge.  We are not hiding any information and they don’t contain student names, but we would rather not post it to a public site.
A committee member asked if we would be able to get permission to access some examples of CARs and post them to the GE website as examples.  The Director responded with yes and to please let us know if you see a great report that would good to use as an example.

	

	Curricular Item

     Log#6929
	Log #6929, a course-change proposal from Keith Watts in Latin American Studies.
The Director shared that GE had a Themefest about four years ago.  We had a day of approving some 200 level courses so that lower-division courses were added in Themes.  They probably really belong in Foundations, but they wanted more students in this course.
There was an original request for LAS to be moved to Foundations from Themes.  Then the faculty member went on sabbatical.  This will have to go through curriculum at this point if we want this to go in the GE Handbook.  There are some implications for Foundations because students will be looking at the Handbook during orientation.
A committee member asked if this means that no one will be able to take this Theme.  If a student emails the Director about it, the Director will find a substitution.  Otherwise if students don’t contact GE, they typically look for a new Theme.  Currently, there need to be five courses to make a Theme.  This Theme would no longer have five, but there is no policy to undo a Theme.
The Chair asked if an alternative would be, as a committee, to say because of enrollment we are allowing students to take courses from either of two small, related Themes?  The Director added that she could speak with UCC, but not sure what the response would be.
A committee member noted that the proposal addressed the skills goals, but not really the content goals.  The Director explained that the seven content goals detailed here were from the former GE handbook, but there are now only three goals.

A committee member asked if there was enough social science for this to be included in Foundations. Another committee member added that while the course is interdisciplinary by design and should move to the Foundations, it is not an ideal introduction to the social sciences.  It is close enough and he wasn’t going to protest, but he does agrees with the concern.

The Chair noted that the course is similar, in its interdisciplinarity, to WGS and AAA courses in the category. A committee member noted that one issue is that the main paper is from the perspective of their major—not necessarily from the social sciences. Another committee member added that it might be helpful to have them address current content goals.  The last syllabus is more information than a syllabus of record.  Are they teaching to understand the social science perspective?  Discussion continued as to the definition of social science and if we should ask for additional clarification.
Motion to approve asking for amendment; seconded.

Chair will ask for an amendment to include: 1) adjustment to the term paper requirement, 2) Using current three goals for Social and Behavioral Science and provide a CAP with objectives and measure, and 3) update the syllabus of record to include more specifics.

	Motion to approve asking for amendment; seconded. Motion passed.
Chair will ask for an amendment to include: 1) adjustment to the term paper requirement, 2) Using current three goals for Social and Behavioral Science and provide a CAP with objectives and measure, and 3) update the syllabus of record to include more specifics.


	LEAP GOALS/ GE Structural Revisions
	Based on last week’s discussion and some of the reading Griff has sent our way, we will try to reach consensus about the rough contours of the upper-level GE component we’d like to see.
**See attached document containing the various proposed Theme options that were discussed during the GES meeting.

	

	Director’s Report
	No Report.

	

	Chair’s Report
  Update on the   

  GES/GEC    

  Proposal

	The Chair reported that our proposal is on the ECS Agenda for this Friday.


	

	 Preview of some   upcoming proposals from History.


	The History department is undergoing a thorough revision of its curriculum.  There will be new courses proposed for several Foundations categories and one Theme.  The proposals are coherent and well thought out, but there are more than a dozen altogether, including course-change proposals.  We may want to ask Bill Morison from HST to come sometime after Spring Break to preview these proposals.

	

	New Business
	
	

	Adjournment
	Motion to adjourn; seconded.

	Adjourned at 4:32p


Work flow for reviewing CAR Reviews:





Roy completes (sends to Krista ( Krista sends to 2 members of GES for review (you will not receive courses from your own Department.  Both faculty will be publically copied for response to Roy)





If there is no disagreement by the two Reviewers it is considered done ( sent to Krista for posting to the website and for Review to be sent to course Instructor and Unit Head.





If there is disagreement by the two Reviewers-( sent to GES Chair for additional review
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