Faculty General Education Advisory Committee Minutes February 26, 2009 

Chair Joy Gritton

The FGEAC met February 26, 2009 from 4:00-6:10 in Fields Hall Seminar Room 2.

Annie Adams, Jennifer Birriel, Tom Creahan, Mike Dobranski, Cyndi Gibbs, Joy Gritton, Michael Harford, Jason Holcomb, Jeanie Lee, Lucy Mays, Marilyn Moore, Sean Reilley, Tim Simpson, Melinda Willis, and Carol Wymer were present from the FGEAC.  Yvonne Baldwin and Geoff Gearner were present from the GESC. 

Lisa Shemwell and Philip Krummrich were visitors.  
Annie Adams moved to approve the minutes of the February 10, 2009 meeting as distributed.  Sean Reilley seconded the motion.  Motion carried.

Subcommittee Reports:
Courses:

Tim Simpson thanked the Courses Subcommittee for their hard work.  Jeanie Lee developed a Student Learner Outcomes Grid linking SLO’s to Courses that was presented to the members.  Tim Simpson presented a copy of a “Brief Explanation of General Education Course Distribution” and explained the process the subcommittee used to develop the General Education Courses Distribution.  

Dr. Krummrich, Chair, Department of English, Foreign Language and Philosophy voiced a concern that the requirement that the core classes be completed in the first three semesters restricts options for how writing instruction is delivered.  The Department of English, Foreign Language and Philosophy has been discussing new models for writing instruction.  The requirement that the Gen Ed core must be completed in the first three semesters reduces the options for the second writing requirement.  Dr. Krummrich asked if the Department of English, Foreign Language and Philosophy could have time to develop a proposal to submit to the committee for a new writing model.  Tim Simpson explained that the only drawback would be if they can get the proposal completed and back to the FGEAC in order to meet the timeline for Gen Ed set by the Senate and the Administration. Dr. Krummrich will discuss the proposal with his committee and inform the FGEAC of their decision. 

There was a concern that students in some departments could not complete their program requirements and Gen Ed requirements in three semesters.  There was also a concern for students taking developmental classes and how that would affect them completing Gen Ed in three semesters.  A suggestion was made to require students to complete the core in 60 hours instead of 45 hours?

The committee discussed the following items:

· Hour for hour credit for courses and labs

· How the Gen Ed hours would affect students who transfer in or out of MSU

· How do elective hours vary according to discipline

· 2 hour model proposed by Michael Harford

· “Double dipping” and exactly what its meaning is

· A required sequence of Gen Ed courses could cause problems in some programs

· Gen Ed requirements for two year programs will need to be developed

· Calculating student credit hours and workload related to labs

· If discipline courses provide the same student learner outcomes as Gen Ed then those courses must provide the same assessment that Gen Ed is required to provide

· If a student changes majors do their other classes count

· What “freshman seminar” is and the format it should take

· Capstone and “culminating experience”

· Should the culminating experience be interdisciplinary
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· Should the culminating experience and/or the capstone be assessed

· “Area of concentration” programs will have a problem if the capstone is taken out of the discipline

· Develop a way to assess Gen Ed program at the end of the program  

Joy Gritton summarized the following major concerns and asked the members if they were ready to vote on the Courses Document today. 

1. Revising hours to complete core requirement from 45 to 50 or 60

2. Limited option for a gateway course

3. Will capstone be in Gen Ed or in the discipline

4. Freshman seminar in Social and Behavioral or somewhere else

5. Possibly petition for three more hours of Gen Ed

6. Move freshman seminar outside of Gen Ed or keep in Gen Ed

Yvonne Baldwin stated that the committee is constraining itself by a model similar to the current one and could be more creative with the model.  Assessment should drive the creation of courses.

Joy Gritton stated that the timeline set by Senate, the Administration, and the SACS and CPE requirements are a problem to allowing more time to develop a creative innovative plan.

Michael Harford talked about the two hour proposal that he developed.  

Michael Harford moved to table the proposal submitted by the Courses Subcommittee until a later meeting.  Mike Dobranski seconded the motion.

Geoff Gearner stated that the Steering Committee is scheduled to meet next week and will consider all the issues that the FGEAC has brought forward.

The Courses Subcommittee will review the Course Distribution Model using the concerns identified today.  

Meeting Adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

