Faculty General Education Advisory Committee Minutes March 6, 2009 

Chair Joy Gritton

The FGEAC met March 6, 2009 from 4:00-5:15 in Fields Hall Seminar Room 2.

Annie Adams, Antonino Carnevali, Tom Creahan, Mike Dobranski, Joy Gritton, Michael Harford, Michael Hypes, Jeanie Lee, Lucy Mays, John Modaff, Marilyn Moore, Sean Reilley, Brent Rogers, Tim Simpson, and Carol Wymer were present from the FGEAC.  Yvonne Baldwin and Charles Patrick were present from the GESC. 
Ilsun White was present.  
Subcommittee Report:
Assessment:

The members provided the following list of discussion items and/or questions about the General Education Assessment Report submitted by the subcommittee:
· It was a consensus of all the members that the Report is very good

· Leading component of the Gen Ed plan must be that resources necessary for assessment are committed

· There are major implications for some programs if the capstone is taken out of the discipline and the Gen Ed Core must be completed in the first semesters

· Take into consideration how various departments will be affected by a revised Gen Ed Program

· Need formative assessment that can also be used as course and program assessment based on essay writing and oral exams
· Charles Patrick stated that the report is a workable solution
· A statement of institutional support and allocation of resources should be included in the document

· Seriously consider concerns expressed by major programs before a final decision is made

· Page 6 - Number 9 – cap of 18 students
· Cap testing verses longitudinal study

· Resources to train faculty to do assessment and improving their class

· What do we do when we do not meet the benchmarks of our SLO’s and assessment
· Plan should be an ongoing continuous improvement plan

· Core courses must be rigorously assessed
· Entire Gen Ed Program must be assessed

· Page 2 – Course embedded assessment – Line 7:  Who are the faculty?
· Page 3 – First Line – Add “and because it impacts their grade” to the end of the sentence

· Page 3 – (f) Surveys. – Clarify who will complete surveys
· Page 4 – Number 1 – Clarify that when courses are devised certain SLO’s are associated with that course and required for assessment
· Page 5 – Number 2 – Clarify if evaluation is section by section or a whole course lumped together

· Page 5 – Number 8 – How many credit hours are in the culminating experience and would there be specific mixing of students from various majors  
· Page 6 – Standardized Testing – CAAP:  Line 9 – Consider a sample size based on a fraction of the total student population rather than a preset number
· Page 7 – Indirect Measures of Assessment – Clarify who is going to be responsible for collecting data

· Page 7 – The National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE):  Sample size?  NSSE is an engagement survey not a skills test
· Page 10 – Appendix B – Explicitly show that we are tracking every student

· Subject matter interaction between students and instructor
· Institutional investment in assessment
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· Coordination of course design

· What does “general education faculty” mean
· Page 5 – Number 3. – Articulate types of resources needed – Plan for collecting and archiving data

· Can we articulate how we take the changes made in Gen Ed and apply it into other courses
· Do not exclude distance learning students 

· Scheduling problems if Gen Ed must be completed in first three semesters
· Students will not consider a test seriously if there is no weight to it

· Page 1 – Definition of General Education Assessment – Use of “(1) directly and (2) indirectly”
· Assessment of Associate Degree Programs

· When does the summative assessment take place
The Assessment Subcommittee carefully reviewed summative assessment that could be conducted longitudinally following through from Freshman Seminar to the senior level and how taking the capstone hours out of the discipline would cause the discipline to lose 5 hours.  The subcommittee found that if they consider a 2 hour Freshman Seminar, a 2 hour Culminating Experience, use the 1 hour from MSU 101 and keep the 3 hour capstone in the discipline, that the program is within the hours allotted for Gen Ed  and the disciplines will gain 1 hour.  Joy Gritton will forward the math calculation to the members for them to review for their individual disciplines. 
The Assessment Subcommittee will use the items brought forward today to revise the Assessment Report and bring it back to the FGEAC.  Tim Simpson asked if there were any other concerns that were not mentioned today that the members forward them via email to the subcommittee.  Joy will notify the members regarding the next meeting.
Meeting Adjourned at 5:15 p.m.

