General Education Steering Committee

Meeting of 1 April 2009
Provost’s Conference Room, 4:15 p.m.

Members Present:  Annie Adams, Yvonne Baldwin, Geoff Gearner, Joy Gritton, Karla Hughes, Kathy Mincey, Charlie Patrick, Jill Ratliff, Dayna Seelig, Tim Simpson, and Royal Berglee (for Cathy Thomas).           

Yvonne conducted the meeting.

Agenda:

· Employer’s Survey: Geoff

· FGEAC update on courses and assessment subcommittee recommendations

· Faculty Senate updates, issues, Special Session

· Update on Professional Development – Dayna

· Developmental Ed issues related to Gen Ed

· Student Involvement

· Other

Accepted minutes of 4 March 2009 meeting.
Discussion Points:
· Employer Surveys
· Geoff shared findings of national employer surveys; and has made inquiries into state agencies/groups for information.
· Suggested that we look at the accredited programs on campus and their employer survey data, as well as the Curriculum Audit reports.
· Student Surveys:

· Charlie indicated that we have 4-5 NSSE survey results, for the years 2001, 2003, 2005, and 2007.
· Charlie will ask Kevin Koett and Darrin DeMoss if they have any student survey data as it relates to SACS.

· Should also look at alumni survey results.

· Update on FGEAC Courses Distribution Proposal and Gen Ed Assessment Plan

· Joy indicated that the Assessment Plan should be completed by Friday, 3 April.

· With respect to the Courses Proposal, an issue was discussed related to capping enrollment of gen ed courses at 20-25 students.  The Provost will respond to this recommendation.

· Tim asked about the timeline – Do we need to develop a contingency plan in case the process slows down?

· Time also asked about the transition of the FGEAC to at standing Gen Ed committee.

· Royal responded, representing the Faculty Senate point of view

· A special session of the Senate is scheduled for Thursday, 23 April.

· The 2 April meeting agenda is set – Gen Ed is not on the agenda.

· A first reading of the FGEAC proposals (courses and assessment) is scheduled for the 16 April Senate meeting.  This session will be devoted to questioning.

· A second reading and vote on the FGEAC proposals is scheduled for the 23 April Senate meeting.

· If need be, the Senate can call a meeting on Thursday, 7 May to complete work on the Gen Ed proposals.

· The Senate will focus on the substance of the draft proposals.

· The suggestion was made the both FGEAC proposals be distributed to the Faculty Senate by 9 April 2009.

· The Provost suggested waiting until after 23 April before considering a contingency plan.

· Royal has asked the FGEAC for recommendations on how a transition on the structure of and transition to a standing Gen Ed committee.

· One possibility is a direct transition from the FGEAC to a standing committee.

· Another is a two step transition from the FGEAC to an interim group to a permanent Gen Ed standing committee.

· The Faculty Senate Executive Council has voted to charge the Senate Governance Committee with forming a standing General Education Committee by the end of the current semester.

· Yvonne is working on a potential structure for a Gen Ed Committee and a Gen Ed “Advisory Board.”

· A suggestion was made that the standing Gen Ed committee should include representation of departments and programs that will be delivering gen ed core courses.

· Royal proposed that Faculty Senate Governance Committee, members of the FGEAC, and members of the GESC meet to consider models of standing Gen Ed committees.

· Dayna discussed the upcoming workshop themed on the book Creating Significant Learning Experiences by Dee Fink.

· Dayna provided a handout describing the workshop.

· The two-day workshop will be held on 26 and 27 May 2009.

· 25-30 will be invited to participate.

· Dayna and Yvonne will contact department chairs asking them to recommend faculty participants.

· Faculty participants will be expected to share what they learn from the workshop with their departmental colleagues.

· Yvonne addressed developmental education issues as they relate to general education.

· We should complete the revision of the general education program first, then follow with the revision of the developmental education program.
· Senate Bill 1 of the 2009 session requires reducing the number of students that require remediation.
· The nine institutions of higher ed in KY will have to develop agreed upon statewide “readiness standards.”

Meeting adjourned at 5:35 p.m.

