GENERAL EDUCATION MEETING
MINUTES 1-14-05

ABSENT: Sarro, Sracic

Castronovo and yearly rotation — Jenkins explained that Frank Castronovo of the
Theater program had asked about the possibility of creating an assessment plan that
allows his department to assess one course each year — they havefive. Accordingto
Jenkins, he had encouraged departmentsto spread the assessment over a number of years
because of the work required in assessing every year. The committee expressed concern,
however, that five years was too long to wait to see if assessment was leading to
improvement in delivery of the course. White noted that GEC had not approved an
assessment plan that ran beyond threeyears. A consensuswas reached that the
committee would allow assessment plans spread over time, but for no more than three
years.

Assessment Plans

ENGL 1590; ENGL 2610; ENGL 2617; ENGL 2618; ENGL 2631; ENGL 2665.

Since the assessment plans were similar for these courses, the committee considered them
asawhole. The only areaof concern was random sampling; there was no indication of
how many sections or what percentage of students would be sampled. Some discussion
ensued over what was an appropriate percentageor number. Ten percent was acceptable,
but Jenkins raised a question about the minimum number needed if there was only one
section. It was agreed that a minimum of 30 students should be sampled. Crist moved,
White seconded, a motion to approve pending inclusion of a statement about the
sampling percentagein the proposals.

PHIL 2625 -- the committee noted the following areas of concern: 1) that there were
potentially too many goalsand the department should consider whether it wanted to
reduce the number; 2) that the alumni survey did not seem feasible given the propensity
of students not to follow through on such surveysand the number of yearsthat might
elapse before they were working; and 3) the dates given for assessment did not match

Jenkinsannounced that the Committeewould meet on Mondaysat 2 PM in the
President's Conference Room. Next meeting will be Monday, January 24™,



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 1/24/05

Absent: Kasuganti

Assessment Plans

PSYCH 3707 — the committeethought the rubricswere ok, but wanted clarification about
the random sampling, the use of afree writing exercise asa pre-test, and the classification
of assessment tool 3 as an essay question, when it appearsto be an attitude survey. On
the last item, there were questionsrai sed about the |earning outcome - a cognitive goa -
and asurvey that measured attitude change. They did not seem to be compatible. There
was also some discussion about the appropriatenessof grading on a basis of attitude
change. Somefelt that such grading was inappropriate. Othersargued that it was
appropriateto measure attitude change, but the instructor did not haveto assign a grade.

It was decided to return the coursefor further review.

ntensives

AHLTH 4805, WI - Bill Jenkins had not been able to get the paper to Jay Gordonin a
timely manner, but asked the committee to examine the proposal. After some discussion,
the committee agreed that there was a need to have more than the one paper, whichis
only 500 words long, as part of the drafting process. The syllabusalso lacked a statement
about meeting gened requirements, a statement about writing skills under the selected
goals, an explanation of writing assignmentson the schedule, and some commentary on
the drafting process. Kathylynn Feld agreed to take these concernsto Sal Sanders.

AHLTH 4810, CT - Overal, Tom Shipka had approved the proposal. The syllabus,
however lacked a statement about meeting gened requirements, and did not list critical
thinking under its course goals. Gergitsmoved, and Crist seconded, a motion to approve
pending the changes on the syllabus. Motion passed.

Capstone
AHLTH 4820, CA —there were no concernsabout this proposal. Gergitsmoved, Crist
seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

Jenkins brought up for discussion the question of whether students were finishing the
intensive requirements, particularly the oral intensive. He explained that the requirement
for oral intensive had been reduced from 2 to 1 courses, but some departments had no
such course. Others, such as Englishand History, had adopted a one-credit course which
the student could attach to an upper division courseinthe mgjor. It was decided that
there should be a survey of advisorsin the various collegesabout what they had
experienced.

Next meeting will be on Monday, January 31, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 1/31/05

ABSENT: Feld, Kasuganti, Riley, Sarro

Assessment Plans- Jenkins explained that the previous Geography submission was
totally not synchronized with the Committee's criteria.

GEOG 2626, World Geography
GEOG 2640, Human Geography
GEOG 1503, Pnhysical Geography
GEOG 2630, Wesather

Sinceall four geography courses used a uniform approach to assessment, it was decided
to examine them asawhole. Committee membersthought that the proposalswere
improved, but that there was no designation about who collected the date, and lack of
clarity regarding departmental involvement. The committee also wanted to know if there
were multiple sections of each course. The committee decided to returnthe proposalsfor
further review.

Jenkins explained the changesmade by Frank Castronovo. Hewas reluctant to require
that a department explain its random sampling on the form. The committee had at an
earlier meeting decided to requireeither a sampling of 10% of the available students or a
minimum of 30 students. The committee agreed to placethis information on the
Assessment Report form to be handed in next September.

THTR 1560, Understanding Theater — Gergits moved, White seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

THTR 1590, History of Motion Pictures-- Crist moved, White seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

THTR 4891, Theater History and Textsto 1700
THTR 4860, Theater History and Texts After 1700 -- White moved, Crist seconded, a
motion to approve both 4860 and 4891. Motion passed.

SOCIO 1500 - Jenkins explained that Bob Weaver had dropped the passage about the
improvement of the instructorsand had reworded the sentence regarding the aggregation
of data. Nancy White pointed out several grammatical errors. Sweeney moved, Crist
seconded, a motion to approve subject to correction of the errors. Motion passed.

Next meetingwill be Monday, February 7", at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 2/7/05

ABSENT: Crist, Lovelace-Cameron

Sear ch Process - Jenkins talked about his conversationwith Bege Bowersregarding the
search for a new Coordinator of General Education. She wanted the committee to discuss
how it might be involved in the process. Jenkinsreminded committee membersthat Dr.
Bowersas Interim Provost would make the final selection, but that she wasinterested in
having the Gened Committee conduct the interviewswith some addition of personnel that
works with the general education coordinator, like Marie Cullen or Sharon Stringer.
Committee membersindicated that they would be willing to conduct the interviews and
to include the additional personnel.

L earning Outcomes-

BIOL 1545, Anatomy and Physiology for Allied Health - this new proposal includes goal
7, and also made changesin LO10. White moved, Sweeney seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

BIOL 1552, Anatomy and Physiology IT — This new proposal includesgoal 7, and also
made changesin L 08, which had three [earning outcomes. Sweeney moved, Sarro
seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

BIOL 2601, General Biology: Moleculesand Cells- Thisone had been approved earlier,
and needed no action.

BIOL 2602, General Biology: Organismsand Ecology - the new proposal eliminated
learning outcomesthat had too many outcomes, and also dropped the L O that talked
about the student being ready for upper division course- not a general education goal.
Sweeney moved, Riley seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

BIOL 3718, Women, Science and Technology — the original proposal displayed some
confusion over learning outcomesand original goals of course(4,6,7,12,13). Goals4, 12,
13 were not represented, but 2, 3 were. Thelater versionincluded actual goal statements,
but there were only four learning outcomesand five goals. Committee membersalso
questioned LO2 and its statement that makes a debate the central activity rather than
gaining understanding of the ethical issuesinvolved. The committeedecided to return
the proposal for further review.



Assessment Plans—

POL SC 1560 —the feedback loop is a problem because it does not mention the department
as part of theloop. A discussion ensued over the sampling under Assessment Tool 2 -
only oneclass of six sections. It was suggested that there be arandom of at least two
sections and further random sampling of at least 30 students. Sracic decided to take the
proposal back for review.

THTR 2690 — Jenkins noted that the committee had endorsed the other Theater courses
last week. This new proposal representeda correction of an earlier submission, and was
similar to the proposals recently accepted. White moved, Kasuganti seconded, a motion
to approve. Motion passed.

BIOL 1545, Anatomy and Physiology for Allied Health - Questionswere raised about
thefollowing: the apparent intent to do full assessment every year, and the lack of a
report to the department. It appearsthat page 2 was from BIOL 1551 unless, asthe result
of cutting and pasting, the wrong course had been indicated. Jenkinswasto check with
DianaFagan.

BIOL 1551, Anatomy and Physiology 1 -

BIOL 1552, Anatomy and Physiology 2 --

Both courses need to fill form regarding years of assessment, and include a feedback loop
to the department.

BIOL 2601, General Biology: Moleculesand Cells- well done except for six embedded
questions. Gresat on feedback loop. Assessment tools do not indicate sampling at all for
tools2 and 3. Faculty meeting every two years.

BIOL 2602, General Biology: Organismsand Ecology — same problems as 2602.
Faculty meeting every two years

BIOL 3718, Women, Science and Technology -- Faculty meeting every two years.
Wonder about tool 3 and |earning outcome selected.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 2/14/05

ABSENT: Sarro
L earning Outcomes-

TCOM 1595, Survey of American Mass Communications. The instructor of this course,
Walter Mathews, does not wish to participatein the assessment process, and has no
objection if the courseis dropped asa genera education coursein the Societiesand
Institutions Domain. Jenkinsindicated that he had talked with Dan O’Neill, chair of the
Communicationand Theater Department, and Dean Joseph Edwards of FPA prior to
Christmasand that, so far, no further movement had occurred. Sracic and Gergits
recommended that we obtain aletter from the department indicating a desire to decertify
the course. Munro and Riley suggested that it would be good if we circul ated the letter to
departmentsas a way of indicating that there could be the loss of acoursethat other
departments used or recommended. The committee reached a consensusto use both
suggestions prior to considering decertification.

Assessment Plans-

POL SC 1560, arevised proposal from Paul Sracic. The committee agreed that the
revisionswere appropriate. Sweeney moved, Riley seconded, a motion to approve.
Motion passed.

| ntensive proposals—

ALTH 4805, Health Educationfor Allied Health, WI. Jenkinsexplained that the
revisionsincluded a statement on the syllabus about meeting the writing intensive
requirement, and descriptionsof the written assignmentsthat included the drafting
process. However, under the sections, Selected Goals and Objectives, thereis no direct
statement about learningto write. Crist moved, White seconded, a motion to approve
pending submission of a more direct statement about writing under the Objective section.
Motion passed.

ALTH 4810, Management Skillsfor Health Professionals, CT. Jenkins noted the
inclusion of revisionswithin the syllabusthat addressed committee concerns about a
statement concerning meeting the critical thinking requirement, a goal statement about
critical thinking, and a description of the critical thinking assignments. Crist moved,
Gergits seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

Next meeting isMonday, February 21, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 2/28/05

ABSENT: Crist, White
L ear ning Outcomes

WMST 2601, Introductionto Women's Studies - Previously the submission had many
problems, so this submission from Sandy Stephan should be looked at as new.
Committee members wondered where goal 12 wasin L02. Kasuganti moved, Sarro
seconded, a motion to approve, pending the elimination of goal 12 from L 02. Motion
passed.

A&S 2690, Identitiesand Differences(Will become SOCIO 2690) -- the committee
expressed concern about the inclusion of goal 10 in LO1. It wasfelt that the language
provided did not explicitly relate how diversity in the world was covered in the course.
The committee agreed that LO2 covered goal 10, and that there should be a consideration
of moving goa 10 from LO1 to L02. Gergitsmoved, Kasuganti seconded, a motion to
approve, pending the suggested change. Motion passed.

Assessment Plans

FNUTR 1551, Nutrition - Jenkins noted that Jeannine Mincher had resubmitted with a
portfolio section defined as to content, a mention of the development of a rubric, aclear
statement of the percentageof studentsto be sampled and an indication that the faculty,
rather than Mincher, would set the standard for passage of assessment tool # 3. However,
thefinal section needed a stronger statement regarding departmental review. Kasuganti
moved, Sarro seconded, a motion to approve, pending inclusion of a statement on the
department meeting. Motion passed.

PHIL 2625, Introductionto Professional Ethics -- the committee originally noted the
following areas of concern: 1) that there were potentially too many goalsand the
department should consider whether it wanted to reduce the number; 2) that the alumni
survey did not seem feasible given the propensity of students not to follow through on
such surveysand the number of yearsthat might elapse before they were working; and 3)
the dates given for assessment did not match. Shipkahad fixed the problem with the
dates, but had not changed the number of goals or dropped the alumni survey, both of
which were acceptableto the committee. Sarro moved, Kasuganti seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

ntensives

School of Education and Oral Intensivefor AYA Math — Howard Pullman had requested
our consideration of counting SEDUC 4842, a capstonein the education program toward
the oral communication intensiverequirement. Math studentstaking the



Adolescent/Young Adult program were unableto take either of the two math courses that
wereora intensive, but they do complete a capstonein the math program. Sarro was
concerned that, if we granted an exception, there would be precedent for counting a
capstone course as oral intensive, something we had avoided in the past. Kasuganti
pointed out the possibility of having education designate some other course taken by
educationmajorsasoral intensive., or having the student look elsewherefor an ora
intensive course. It was agreed that Nancy Sweeney would report thisfeedback to
Howard Pullman, who could come to the next mesting if he wanted to present his case
further.

Reportsfrom Education and Engineeringon student completion of genera education
requirements— in responseto the committee request from college advisors, two advisors
from Engineering and from Education had submitted reports. Neither of them indicated
that there was much of a problem with students completing the general education
requirements.

Jenkins passed out therevision of ALTH 4805 from Sal Sandersfor consideration at next
week's meeting, which will occur Monday, March 7, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 3/07/05

Absent: Crist, Kasuganti, Sracic, Sweeney

Assessment Plans -

ANTHRO 2602, Introductionto Anthropology — the committee had the following
concerns: 1) the department had made changesto address most of the previousissues,
except for the mentioning of embedded questions under the feedback |oop section; 2) the
assessment plan now had only one measure, a pre-testlpost-test,instead of multiple
measures; and 3) the explanation of the student sample under the pre-test is unclear.

PSY CH 3707, The Psychology of Intimate Relationships-- Jenkins pointed out that the
revised proposal included a pre-test/post-test on the diversity goal, thereby comparing the
students own estimation of learning about diversity. He also noted that the free writing
exercise had been eliminated under Tool 1. Munto moved, Sarro seconded, a motion to
approve pending clarification of how many studentswere being sampled. It appeared as
if al were. Motion passed.

PHII 2609, Technology and Human V alues - the committee decided that the following
items needed attention: 1) clarification of the discrepancy under Tool 2 between having a
bank of questions constant acrossall sectionsand allowingthe individual professor to
include certain types of questions; 2) some indication of the process by which CT
Portfolios were critiqued.

Decertification— Jenkins began a discussion of Dan O’Neill’s |etter requesting
decertification until such time as the department providesan assessment plan for TCOM
1595. Jenkins suggested that the committee should assumethe power to decertify if a
department requested it. The committeeaready had examplesof decertification
occurring for one foreign language course and one geology course. He raised a question,
though, about what would happen when the Committeedecided to seek decertification
without departmental agreement. Nancy White pointed out that it could occur if the
course were never taught, if the department did not engagein assessment at all, or if
assessment demonstrated that the course was not meeting the goals of the general
education domain from which the course came. Jenkins passed out the Senate-approved
policy regarding certification, which was complicated because courses also had to go
through the University Curriculum Committee. Jenkins requested that membersread the
policy and think about what provisionsshould be used for decertification. Particular
attention should be paid to giving the department an opportunity to adapt the course, to
providing for a hearing, and to involving the Senate.

Susan Miller expressed concern about the TCOM course and the problem of making sure
that all advisors, faculty and students know of the change. Jenkinsexplained that he



would take care of the administrativeside of the change, and, if problemsarose, that the
course would count through next fall before being decertified.

Next meetingwill beon Monday, March 21, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 3/21/05

Absent: Crist, Kasuganti, Sarro
Assessment Plans-

PHIL 2609, Technology and Human Values- Jenkins reported that Brendan Minogue
had clarified the discrepancy under Tool 2 between having a bank of questions constant
acrossall sectionsand allowing the individual professor to include certain types of
guestions by removing the section on the individual professor. He had also written a
sentenceto indicate that the CT Portfolioswould be critiqued and that there was a rubric
to guide the critique. White moved, Sweeney seconded, a motion to approve. Motion
passed.

POL SC 1550, Introductionto Politics— Jenkinsindicated that this wasthe first time for
this proposal. With little discussion, Gergits moved, Sweeney seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

Decertification — Jenkins asked the committee to indicate which sections of the Proposal
Flow Form they wished to includein a proposal for decertification. Committee members
agreed that the proposal needed to include: 1) adistribution processthat allowed those
affected by the loss of the courseto object; 2) arecognitionthat there should be one
processfor departmentsthat wish to decertify and one for the General Education
Committee when it determinesthat a department is not fulfilling the general education
requirementsfor its particular course; 3) and a provisiondeterminingthe time at which
the course becomes officially decertified (Spring was suggested by Susan Miller). Miller
expressed a major concern about how problematic decertification was for advisors
because of the inability to reach all faculty memberswith the information. Jenkins
indicated that he would writea draft proposal and bring it to committeefor further
discussion.

Certification of Domain Cour ses
FNLG 2610, Topicsin ForeignFilm ALP  — the committee was impressed by the course
proposal. White moved, Sracic seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

ENGL 2651, Introductionto Language ST - the committeeraised the following questions
and/or concerns about the proposal: 1) how did a language course teach the scientific
method?; 2) what would the actual syllabuslook like, especially the critical thinking
exercises? The committee decided to invite Terry Benton to the next meeting to discuss
this course.

Jenkins passed out the assessment plan proposal from David Porter for POL SC 2640,
Comparative World Government. The committeewill meet next Monday, March 28™
at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 3/28/05

ABSENT: Crist, Sarro
Selected Topics Cour ses

ENGL 2651, Introduction to Language— Sal Attardo and Cindy Vigliotti were present
to answer any questions regarding this proposal raised at last week's meeting. Jenkins
asked about the employment of the scientific method. Attardo responded that they did
use hypotheses, the examination of data, and the gathering of supportive evidence for
conclusionsreached. He noted that other language teacherswere more prescriptivein
their approach sticking rigidly to grammatical rules. Some, for example, did not
recognizeant" asaword, and othersthought that African American English was bad.
He and Cindy were committed, however, to a more scientific approach to the study of
language. To aquestion from Sweeney, Attardo replied that they did not engagein lab
experiments, but did use dtatistical analysis. In regard to whether all instructorsused the
scientificmethod, Attardo admitted that there was not universal acceptance by instructors
of what was presented in the proposal. There were no further questions.

The committeediscussed the English proposal. There was some expression of
discomfort with designation of the course as covering the scientific method, but Julia
Gergits noted that it wasin Selected Topics, which caled for an interdisciplinary
approach. The committee reached a consensusthat the proposal was appropriatefor
Selected Topics, but wanted a confirmation from the department that all instructors
would follow the syllabus as presented to the committee.

Assessment Plans
POL SC 2640, Comparative World Government — questions arose about assessment tool
#2, and the number of short answer questions. The proposal was returned.

CHEM 1500, Chemistry in Modem Living - no feedback loop, no sense of entire faculty
doing the analysis, lack of rubricsfor in-class experiments, need to recognize that the
initial baseline will be based on aggregate sample, and identification of how many and
what kind of embedded questionswill be employed.

CHEM 1505, Allied Health Chemistry | — same problemsas above

CHEM 1506, Allied Health Chemistry II — same problemsas above

CHEM 1515, General Chemistry | — same problemsas above

CHEM 1516, General Chemistry I — same problemsas above

Decertification -- Jenkins presented a new policy based on feedback from last week's
meeting.

l. Departmental Withdrawal
A. The department submitsaletter to the General Education Committee
explaining why it wishesto withdraw a course from the general education program



B. Coordinator sends copiesof letter to all department chairs

C. Department chairswith concerns meet with home department to discuss
withdrawal.

D. Genera Education Committee votesto decertify

II. Committee Decertification

A. The Genera Education Committee may consider decertification of a genera
education course becauseof demonstrated failureto assessthe course(s)

or to fulfill gened goals

B. TheCoordinator will discussthefailureswith the department chair and seek
changes.

C. The Genera Education Committeewill hold a hearing with the department, which
will follow the rules governing the certification process on objectionsto course
proposals. The Coordinator will notify all departmentsof the pending hearing and invite
concerned departments to the hearing.

D. The Genera Education Committeewill vote whether to decertify.

E. If thevoteisto decertify, and the department concurs, the Coordinator will present a
report to the Senate. If the vote isto decertify and the department does not concur, the
Coordinator will present a report to the Senate with amotion to decertify.

After several minor editoria changes, Sweeney moved, Kasuganti seconded, a motionto
approve. Motion passed. No meeting until Monday, April 11'".



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 4/11/05

ABSENT: Kasuganti, Lovelace-Cameron
MATH REQUIREMENT

John Buoni has submitted a request that Honors Cal culusII be submitted for credit asa
general education course. The courseiscomparableto Calculus| and 11, for which
students can presently receive general education credit. Thisrequest resultsfrom an
oversight on the part of the mathematicsdepartment, and unfairly affects honors students
who take Honors CalculusIl. Sweeney moved, White seconded, a motion to certify
Honors Calculus I, MATH 2686H, as a general education substitute math course.
Motion passed.

CROSS-LISTING

There was also a request from Robert McCoy of Mechanical Engineering that two
ISEGR courses (3723 and 3723L), which presently count for oral and writing intensive
credit respectively, be permitted to be crosslisted as Mechanical Engineering and
Materials Engineering courses— MTEGR 3723 and 3723L, and MECH 3723 and 3723L.
Jenkins explained that the courses would be the same. Sarro moved, Munro seconded, a
motion to certify. Motion passed.

ASSESSMENT PLANS

Geography 1503, Physical Geography —
Geography 2630, Weather --
Geography 2626, World Geography —
Geography 2640, Human Geography —

Gergits raised a question about the number of embedded questions asked each year and
the number of learning outcomesto be covered (12 in all). The committee decided that
the department should either cut the number of learning outcomes, or spread the LO’s
coverage over a number of yearsrather than doing al of them in oneyear. Riley was
also concerned about the value of the student survey, and whether it gave any indication
of what the student had learned. Jenkinsexplained that indirect measures of student
learning, such asthe survey, were appropriate, but that it could be questioned whether the
total assessment package sufficiently covered the range of learning outcomes. The
committee decided to returnthe plans.

Political Science 2640, Comparative World Government — on assessment tool #2 the
committee continued to have questions about the number of embedded questions and how
well they covered the learning outcomes.



INTENSIVES

THTR 2670, Oral Interpretation -- This course proposal was designed to switch the
coursefrom COMST 2670to THTR 2670. There were no other changes, smply a
recognition of the location of the course within the theater program. Whiteasked if they
were deleting COM ST 2670, and Munro said that UCC was checking into that. Sarro
moved, Crist seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

MGT 4881, Project Management, WI — Jay Gordon reviewed this proposal, and liked the
number of writing assignmentsof different types, but he did not see any evidence of the
revision "cycle." Presumably the multiple " status reports’ were meant to help

students cultivate their ability to write a good status report. But beyond

that, there were no examples of when the professor was going to comment on a draft

and return the draft to the student for resubmission. There was also a need to work on the
syllabus.

SEDUC 4800M, Reflective Teaching Methodsfor Adolescent Learning of Mathematics
— A number of committee membersexpressed concern about the inconsistency in the
number of hours students would spend in oral communication. Jenkinswasto seek some
clarification of the actual time spent.

Next meetingwill be Monday, April 18", at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 4/18/05

Absent: Kasuganti, Riley, Sweeney

Decertification — Jenkins reported that our policy on decertification had successfully
passed the Academic Senateat its meeting on April 6™.

Intensives

990496 -- SEDUC 4800M — Jenkins reported that Howard Pullman normally had only 9
or 10 studentsinthisclass, and that he rarely lectured. Hence, studentsdid engagein
classroom reading and group discussion exercisesthat brought their oral activities to the
10-hour range. Pullman had also placed a direct statement about satisfying the oral
Intensive gened requirement on page one of the syllabus. Munro moved, Gergits
seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

Capstone

990499 -- ENGL and CICS 4870, Web Communication Capstone - these two courses
wereto be crosslisted and taught by Bob Hogue for the immediatefuture. Gergits
explained that web communicationswas presently an ICP, which English and CICS
hoped would evolveinto a program. White moved, Crist seconded, a motion to certify.
Motion passed.

Assessment Plans

SPED 2630, Individualswith Exceptionalitiesin Societies- the committee raised the
following concerns:
1) How could there be a pre- and post-test for laboratory work, thereby covering the
course goals?
2) Under assessment tool #1 thereisan undescribed " additional activity."

3) How do the simulation activitieslead to testable items?
4) How does assessment Tool #2 cover both knowledgeand attitudeswhenit is

described as an attitude survey?
5) Why does an attitude survey cover LO1 and 2?

Per sonal and Social Responsibility

990498 -- HPES 2600, First Aid — White pointed out that this course should be satisfying
goal 9 rather than goal 4. Alsothe explanation and justificationfor fulfilling the critical
thinking goa was undeveloped. The committeedecided to return the course.



990500 - CSIS 2655, Personal Cyber Security. White pointed out that the Personal and
Social Responsibility Domain asked for achoice of goal 4 or goal 9, not both. Therewas
aneed to choose and also develop asubsidiary goal. Many committee memberswere not
convinced that this course would satisfy either goal 4 or goal 9. Sarro expressed a belief
that the course was more for businessesand protection of their computer security than for
theindividual. The committeedecided to return the course.

Next meetingwill beon Monday, April 25, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATIONCOMMITTEE
MINUTES 4/25/05

ABSENT: Lovelace-Cameron, Sracic
Assessment Plans

POL SC 2640, Comparative World Governments— Jenkinsexplained that David Porter
had provided better language to indicate that he was using more questionsdirectly related
to the gened goalsthroughout the four tests studentstake in the semester. Sweeney
moved, Feld seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

GEOG 1503, Physical Geography — Jenkinsindicated that Campbell had returned this
course with a more specific explanation of the number of multiple choice questions under
Assessment Tool 1 and the objectives. He had reduced the number of goalsfrom 12 to 5,
and written four questionsfor each goal. Riley moved, Sarro seconded, a motion to
approvethe new learning outcomes. Motion passed. Questionswere raised, however,
regarding the following: 1) the need for a more specific reference to the aggregation of
data; 2) the identification of how many sections were given the assessment tool, and 3) a
clarification of the gatheringof datain the" collectivesense.™

GEOG 2630, Westher -- Jenkins explained that Campbell had changed the number of
multiple choice questions under Assessment Tool 1 and the objectives. Crist moved,
Sarro seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

GEOG 2626, World Geography — Campbell has reduced the number of goals by one,
thereby making 20 multiple choice questionsthe correct number. The committee noted
some problems with the languageof LOs 3 and 4. "' Gain familiarity" and " Review"
should be replaced with a verb phrasefrom Bloom's Taxonomy. Alsothe verb "may"
should be deleted from goa 4. The committee al so observed the same problems as
indicated for GEOG 1513.

GEOG 2640, Human Geography — Campbell has changed the number of goalsfrom six
to five, thereby making 20 multiple choice questionsthetotal. The committee wanted
some clarifying language for LOs 3 and 4. It also noted the same problems asindicated
earlier for GEOG 1513.

SPED 2630, Individualswith Exceptionalities— committee membersdiscussed this
proposal with Nancy Sweeney, who explained that the students answered the questions
prior to taking the lab.. Shealso indicated that she would clear up the confusion about
the pre and post test versusthe use of embedded questions. For assessment tool 2 it was
decided that it was not an attitude survey exclusively, but a self-designedtest that
covered both attitudes and knowledge. Sweenedy agreed to makethe change. Gergits
moved, Crist seconded, a motionto approvethe plan pending resubmission of the
changed plan. Motion passed.



Jenkins passed out |earning outcomesfor COUNS 1588, and a report on the completion
of the general education requirements. Thesewill be considered at next week's meeting
on Monday, May 2™, at 2 PM.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 5/2/05

ABSENT: Kasuganti, Lovelace-Cameron
L earning Outcomes

COUNS 1588 - the committee expressed the following concerns about this proposal:
1) it did not come with the proper form;
2) there needed to be an academic source cited for the Whole Person Paradigm, and
the Relational LeadershipModel.
3) Some of the language was unclear.
It was decided to invite Marty Manning to cometo the next meeting.

Assessment Plans

CHEM 1515, General Chemistry | — Jenkins noted that the two learning outcomes did not
follow the originally approved LOs, so there was a need to justify the change or returnto
theoriginal. He also cited the need to providethe datato the department at large, and not
simply the recommendations. Several committee membersremarked on the disparity
between the use of assessment tool 1 inall classesand with al studentsthroughout the 12
experiments, and the use of only one embedded question with assessment tool 2 to cover
learning outcome 2. Finally, the department should commit to making up arubric for the
teaching assistantsto usein grading the laboratory experiment reports.

PHIL 2600, Introductionto Philosophy — the student survey should be renamed pre- and
post-test 1, and the other PPT as pre- and post-test 2; both should have arubric for al
those teaching the course. Theinstructorsfor the course should provide both data and
recommendationsto the faculty at large.

PHIL 2630, Critical Thinking - the student survey should be renamed pre- and post-test
1, and should have arubric for all those teaching the course. Theinstructorsfor the
course should provide both data and recommendationsto the faculty at large. The CT
Portfolio is not an assessment tool as described in the plan; it would need to have a
grading of the sampled portfolios, an aggregation of the data, and a report presented to
the faculty for analysis.

PHIL 3711, General Ethics - the student survey should be renamed pre- and post-test 1,
and should have arubric for all those teaching the course. Theinstructorsfor the course
should provide both data and recommendationsto the faculty at large. The CT Portfolio
Is not an assessment tool as described in the plan; it would need to have a grading of the
sampled portfolios, an aggregation of the data, and a report presented to the faculty for
analysis. Although the other philosophy plans appeared to use common embedded test
questions, this one alowed individual faculty selection, which would make comparison
problematical.



Capstones

Jenkinsexplained that Nancy Sweeney was presenting a request from the School of
Education to have GEC approve certain capstone courses without an official form.
Education had aready submitted four student teaching capstones, which had received
approval, but overlooked other capstonesthat were similar in content and methodol ogy.
Sweeney pointed out that all of these capstoneswere similar enough to merit a general
approva from thiscommittee. Crist moved, Sarro seconded, a motion to approve.
Motion passed for the following courses:

ECE 4811
SEDUC 4827,4837,4838,4843,4844,4845
TEMC 4802

It was agreed that Nancy Sweeney would provide syllabi for each of these capstonesfor
the recordsin the General Education office.

Jenkins announced there would be a meeting next Monday at 2 PM, and that more than
likely there would be a need for meetings during the summer.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 5/9/05

ABSENT: Crist, Gergits, Sarro, White
L ear ning Outcomes

COUNS 1588 - the committee met with Marty Manning, the instructor of the course, to
discussthe committee's concerns. Manning passed out a handout regardingthe Whole
Body Paradigm ( a Steven Covey concept) and atext based on the Relational Leadership
Model. Sracicraised a question about whether the student was exposed to a variety of
|eadership model salong with the two mentioned. He believed that the student should
have a choice of styles. Manning indicated that he did teach about other models, and
about the history of leadership. Feld asked about L 06. She was concerned that students
be applying the principlesthey had learned in the course rather than applying their
ability. Applicationof ability would be hard to measure. Manning agreed to change the
language. Jenkins pointed out that there was a mention of LO6 relating to God 12, the
diversity goal, but he did not notice specificlanguage coveringthat goal. He advised
Manning either to write another goal, or to drop goal 12. It wasdecided that Manning
would submit arevised list of learning outcomes.

Assessment Plans

Geography

Craig Campbell had resubmitted assessment plansfor GEOG 1503, GEOG 2626, and
GEOG 2640 that addressed the need for the following: a specific referenceto the
aggregationof data; identificationof how many sectionswere given the assessment Tool,
and aclarification of the gathering of date "'in the collective sense.”

L ovelace-Cameron moved, Feld seconded, a motion to approve. The motion passed with
onenay. Teri Riley objected to the student survey instrument being used.

Philosophy

Jenkins pointed out that each of the philosophy courses needed a renaming of the student
survey (PPT1), the identification of arubric, and an indication that both data and
recommendationswould be forwarded to departmental faculty. In addition, 2630 and
3711 should either provide an assessment tool for the CT portfolio project, or dropit as
part of assessment. It could still be part of the course.

PHIL 2600, Introduction to Philosophy. Feld moved, Kasuganti seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.



PHIL 2630 and 3711 — the committee noted that on both formsthere was a problem with
permitting the professor to choose the embedded questionsrather than having a common
selection for comparison, a need to remove "'the professor's effort at improvement™ from
the language under embedded questions, and an indication of sample size under the CT
assessment tool. Feld moved, Riley seconded, a motion to approve pending submission
of these changes. Motion passed.

Jenkinsannounced that there would be some meetingsover the summer, that he would
ask each member to submit a schedule, and that he would wait to gather a significant
amount of proposals before meeting.



GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE
MINUTES 6/28/05

ABSENT: Crist, Loverlace-Cameron,Sarro, Sracic, Sweeney

L earning Outcomes

COUNS 1587 - Jenkins explained that the committee had earlier expressed
concern that L 03, as stated, did not detail how the individual would
understand the broad range of diversity under goal 12. The committee
reviewed a new LO3 as rewritten by Karen Becker. Feld moved, White
seconded, amotion to approve. Motion passed.

PHYS 1500 - Conceptual Physics (Goals 6, 7, 13) — the committeeoriginally
thought that LO3 should be divided into two learning outcomes, one for goal
13 and one for goal 7. Sturrus had revised the outcomes accordingly. Feld
moved, Riley seconded, a motion to approve. Motion passed.

PHYS 150111502 -- Fundamentalsof Physics|, II (Goals 6, 7, 13) — at a
previous meeting the committee expressed concern about LO3 and itsfailure
to connect the material regarding the development of technology to its
Impact on society. The recent submission from Gregg Sturrus did not have
any changes fromthe previous L 03. Phil Munro expressed satisfaction with
the learning outcome because he felt that it would be difficult for physicsto
do morethan indicated. Other committee members, however, felt that the
language needed to be strengthened, and eventually suggested the following:
"Explain therole of physicsin the development of technology and its effect
on modern society." Gergits moved, Munro seconded, a motion to approve
If the suggested changes were accepted. Motion passed.

PHYS 1501L/1502L/2610L/2611L —(Goal 6) — Jenkins pointed out that these
learning outcomes had already been approved.

PHY S 260112602 - General Physicsfor Applied Medical Studies (Goals 6,
7,13) — The committee decided that LO1 does not consider broadly enough
therelation of physicsto the society at large, both asascience and interm of
itstechnology. The department should be reminded that it does not haveto
include al three goalsif it has trouble with one of them (Goal 13 hasto be
covered). Kasuganti moved, Munro seconded, a motion to approve the



learning outcomesiif the department either dropped goal 7 or wrote wording
that connected physicsto itsimpact on modem society.

PHYS 2607 - Physical Science for Early and Middle Childhood (Goals 6,
7,13) — LO1 does not relate sufficiently to goal 7. The department should
either drop goal 7 or rewriteit so that the student learns more about the
impact of the application of physics on modem society. Gergits moved,
Riley seconded, a motion to approve pending action on LO1 and goal 7.

PHYS 2608 - Sound (Goals 6,7,13) — The committee had previously approved
these learning outcomesif the department eliminated goal 7, which has
occurred with the present submission. There was no need for further action.

PHYS 261012611 -- Genera Physicsl, I (Goals 6,7,13) — Gergits moved,
Munro seconded, a motion to approve if the suggested changes regarding
LO3 and goal 7 were accepted. Seethe suggested languagein the
consideration of PHY S 1501/1502. Motion passed

ASTRO 1504, Descriptive Astronomy ( Goals 6, 7, 13) — The committee felt
that LO2 was confusing, and that LO3 sufficiently covered goal 7. ON the
other hand, there now was no learning outcomethat dealt with goal 13,
which must be a part of any course in the natural science domain. The
course was returned for revision.

Assessment Plans

APST 2600 and AFST 2601 - the committee considered both courses at
the sametimesince the planswere identical. Feld raised a question
about the preand post tests; the pretest was given shortly after the
beginning of the semester and after there was accumulation of
knowledge that could affect the outcome of thetest. Thecommittee had
no problem with the instructor providing an overview of the course, but
covering material directly from the course would violate the criteriafor
apretest. AT 1labeled thetestsassurveys rather than astests, and
there was no indication whether the tests were objective or subjective.

If subjective, there should bea rubric developed. AT 4is not a student
evaluation, but another form of test. Also paperswill be done, but there
Isno indication of how sampling and grading will occur. The plans
were returned for consideration of the above comments.



HIST 2605 -

HIST 2606 -

HIST 1511 -

HIST 1512 -

The committee considered all the courses together because of the
similarity of the plans. Jenkins pointed out that there had been an
earlier submission, which he had reviewed. He had pointed out to

M artha Pallante that: 1) the plansdid not refer to the exact number of
|learning outcome in each case; 2) the essay questionsfor AT 1 were
asked in the 3-5™ week of class, which may be too early for some of the
material covered; 3) AT3 used a sample of one A, one B, and one C
paper from each instructor. Such sampling did not provide the
information needed about how successful students werein achieving the
learning outcome. Rather it would measure how instructorsgraded, a
step in assessment, but not thefinal outcome; 4) finally, individual
instructors developed and graded the tests under AT3, which then
provides no standard for assessment. Thetest needsto be cooperatively
developed and evaluated.

Jenkins noted the amended plans submitted by Pallante in response to
his comments. Each concern had been addressed, and there was only
onetypo in one of the boxesfor AT1 that was not changed to reflect a
later administration of thetest. Kasuganti moved, Gergits seconded, a
motion to approve once a corrected form had been submitted. Motion
passed.

PHIL 2619 - Jenkins provided the following commentary sent to J.C.
Smith --1) AT 1-- we have usually saved the term, survey, for
examining student attitudes rather than their knowledge. W e suggest
labeling Assessment Tool 1 as a Pretest/Postest.

2) AT2 -- Thecreation of embedded questions by all professorsisvery
good, but, if they select whichever questions or types of questions they
want, then it will bedifficult to judge student achievement across the
whole range of sections. We are also concerned about the sentence

" Comparison of the results on these specific questionswith the results
of studentsin previous sections of the coursewill be used by the
professor to assess students' performance and the professor's effort at
Improvement of course instruction on these specific topics.” That
sentence implies the possible comparison of faculty performance, which



Is not the purpose of thisassessment. Wording that indicatesthat the
guestionswill be comparable, and the elimination of the parts of the
sentencethat imply judgment of individual instructorsis recommended.

3) AT 3--thecreation of a portfolio isa great idea and well worth the

time and energy, but there is nothing in the description that talks about
evaluation of the portfoliosthrough a rubric, the gathering of dataon

how well the students performed on these tasks, and a general

evaluation of the results.

4) AT 4and 5arewell laid out. e

J.C. Smith had resubmitted plansthat reflected positive responseto
each of theconcerns. Feld moved, Gergits, seconded, a motion to
approve. Motion passed.

Jenkinsindicated that he had sent the same commentary regarding the
following religion course plans as he had donefor PHIL 2619-- RELIG
2601, RELIG 2617, RELIG 2621.

Jenkinsthanked committee membersfor taking time out of their busy
summersto attend. Heindicated that there might be one more meeting
in the second summer session.
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Learnmg Outcomes

COMST 2610, Intercultural Communication, ST (email)

committee members were concerned that the two goals as stated did not correspond
well enough with the general education goalsfor that course. In particular, the
course seemed to deal morewith worldwidediversity than American (goal 12). do
not meet goal 10 or 12 asstated. Committee members thought that |earning
outcome 2 was very difficult to assess. Moreover, should students' grade depend
upon an attitude? Finally, therewere questlons raised about the meaning Of the

wording, ""view diverse values”, in LO2. [ ,V\'u)n Tne

1) seemsvague on goals10 and 12 /\/\M} /</“WM%W

2) very repetitive
3) . how does goal 11 get covered?

Domain Proposals

990512 - GEOG 2650, Globa Economic Landscapes, SI (email)

The committee agreed that the narrative lacked sufficient development of an
argument about how basic Sl goals were covered in the course. There were also
problems with the syllabus, which lacked the usual information regarding how the
coursefulfilled domain goals. Nancy White noted that the syllabus listed different
goals than those identified in the narrative. Michael Crist raised a question about the
use of quotation marks on the last line of page two.

990515 - ANTHR 1503, The Rise and Fall of Civilizations, S| (email)
The committee discussed this proposal and raisedthe following concerns:
1) notitle provided on the cover page



2) - only one of theinstructors isfull-time, Matt O’Mansky, but on the page providing
justification to the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee, they are all designated
asfull-time.

3) The syllabuslacks a statement about meeting the general education requirements,
and does not list the gened goals, or related learning outcomes.

The department has submitted revisions for all areas of concern.

I ntensive Proposals

990511 - GEOG 3713, Geography of South America, WI (mail)

The committee determined that the syllabus lacked any statement regarding general
education requirements. It also referred to counting writing as only 25% of the
coursegrade (the requirement is 30%), and later stated that it was worth 29% of the
grade. There was also only one assignment instead of the two required. Finaly, the
committee discussed Jay Gordon's concern that the assignment was too descriptive
and open to plagiarism. The committee decided to share Gordon's concern with the
department, but not to impose on the department's right to define the assignme

The department has corrected the problems. //\/(/Ul (Z/ﬁ - m%m W

SA**990517 — PSY CH 4804, Conflict and Group Dynamics, CT (email)
1) will need signatures
2) looks ok otherwise

\/8990518 - ANTHR 4879, Case Studies in Forensic Anthropology, OCI (delivered)
1) Course meets pof Oral Communication Intensive?
2) Should emphasize speaking as a goal

mww 990520 — CSIS 3720, System Configuration and Maintenance, W1 (delivered)

1) countstestsas 5% of the grade / T
1k 2) syllabushas nothing on writing LAW{{O



990521 — CSIS 3722, Development of Databases, Wl (delivered)

1) syllabus has nothing on writing
2) test questions used as writing
3) 43% of the grade?

990522 — INFOT 3774, Multimedia Technology, W1 (delivered)

1) usesemails and quizzes/exams
2) syllabus only mentions writing in the goals of the course

990523 - INFOT 3775, Multimedia Authoring, OCI  (delivered) &%QWM
1) does not have statement about satisfying oral communication requirement *

In process
Capstone

A**990517 — PSY CH 4895, Senior Psychology Capstone Experience (mail)
needs dean's signature



