Joint Provost / Senate Council General Education and Reform Assessment Planning and Coordinating Committee

(GERA)

Notes, November 21, 2005

Attendees Present:  Ruth Beattie, Larry Grabau, Jane Jensen, Phil Kraemer, Deb Moore, Tad Pedigo, Bill Rayens, Rebecca Scott, Gerald Smith, Ernie Yanarella
1.  Rebecca introduced the website and requested input on all aspects of the site.  A site independent of any other administrative or educational unit has been requested for GERA.  The Office of Assessment is currently responsible for the web site.
2.  Quite a bit of discussion centered around the college forums and how the discussion should be organized.  While input from all colleges is desired, the forums will likely take place in the undergraduate colleges.  Thoughts about colleges currently mandating specific USP courses for undergraduates were also expressed.  Concern was noted regarding framing assumptions in the questions, and that those assumptions/presumptions could be misinterpreted.  Ernie requested committee members send their suggested questions to the other members before the meeting on November 28.  Questions should be delimited, concrete and substantive to allow discussion to flourish.
3.  It was suggested that a forum include the college’s faculty council.  This would allow forums to offer two types of information: raw data from attendees and digested, distilled data from the faculty council.  If another executive body is involved with the faculty council, that body could also weigh in with its thoughts.   

4.  A question arose as to the purpose of USP – is it to prepare a student for their major, or for something else?  USP could be meshed with the major, but that type of decision would need to wait until USP’s purpose is better defined.  Another issue is deciding if USP is a four-year perspective or simply a two-year “pre-major” course of study.  

5.  The appropriate terminology to be used was also discussed.  Phrases such as “extending the work already done,” “the new core curriculum,” referendum” and “consensus” were suggested.  It was believed that colleges might be more receptive if they understood that USP reform might include a decrease to USP, allowing colleges to have more “major” time with their students.

6.  Jane asked the committee to disregard her previous suggestion for a collegial dinner in January.  She believed the event could be misinterpreted.

Discussion topics for November 28, 2005:  (1) timeline; and (2) questions for college forums.
