General Education Committee Meeting

August 26, 2009

Members present: Balazs, Kovach, O’Leary, Steinhoff, Steinberg, Thompson

Members absent: Fommunung, Kendall, Norwood

Guests: Orth, Adsit

Meeting called to order at 3:16

VI. Petitions were taken first to accommodate Orth and will be hereafter taken early in proceedings.


Blanson: motion: Steinhoff, second: O’Leary; passed: 6-0-0


Brett: motion: Steinhoff, second: O’Leary; passed: 6-0-0


Dickinson: motion to accept as non-lab science: motion: Steinhoff, second: O’Leary; passed: 6-0-0


Kitts: motion to deny: O’Leary; second: Steinhoff; passed: 6-0-0


Jefferson: both petitions tabled awaiting further documentation

II. Communications:


Meeting time has been set at 3:15-4:45 Wednesdays, every 3 weeks

III. Assessment of Gen Ed


Adsit reported on the Assessment of Gen Ed. The first news was that, according to the data, whether our student for all four years or a transfer, the two kinds of students performed equally on the MAPP assessment. Secondly, all data except student samples results are in and the report assembled, particularly the history of Gen Ed from its formation (the Green Book) through its changes at the implementation of the 120 hour rule.  Student samples are not yet assessed for lack of graders despite payment of $500 per person as authorized by the Provost. The graders will work in groups of 3 where one has taught Gen Ed and the two others are familiar with the content. The committee resolved that Adsit should contact Deans and Dept Heads to oblige participation since participation, whether providing samples or labor, is required. Finally, Adsit explained that Assessment is mandated by SACS, THEC and in the Green Book, our original conception of Gen Ed.


There was an extended discussion as to whether Gen Ed needed to be reviewed in terms of what it delivers to each major or if its function stems from the desire to maintain the spirit of a liberal arts education as well as whether the Gen Ed curriculum should be mapped (as in curriculum map) to discern when each step is learned towards achieving the desired outcomes.  Adsit pointed out that the general statement of the purpose of Gen Ed does not correlate exactly to the specific rubrics; e.g. writing crosses all Gen Ed courses but critical thinking does not.  In other words, do all the courses and categories add up to Gen Ed as stated generally in its opening description?

This led the conversation back to Gen Ed assessment.  The question was raised by Adsit as to whether assessment should follow the schedule of recertification. Steinhoff stressed the need for course embedded sampling to provide feedback on whether students are meeting the standards whereas recertification determines if the course meets those standards. Ultimately assessment must determine if Gen Ed works and if not how to do it better or whether to rethink the standards. There are three sources to determine the effectiveness of Gen Ed: standardized tests like MAPP, student samples and material derived from various professional organizations about different forms of Gen Ed curriculum and its goals.

IV. Probationary courses


It was determined that Steinberg would send a reminder letter to all Dept Heads with courses on probation and collect all materials. The following courses were put on probation last spring semester: ENGL 121, PHIL 115, THSP 111, POLS 102, PANM 205.

V. Recertification


Recertification and the selection of liaisons will take place at a later meeting. There are 27 courses up for recertification this fall.
4:45 meeting was adjourned.

