GEOC Meeting April 24, 2008

In Attendance: Katharina von Hammerstein, Marie @am John Troyer, Arnie Dashefsky, John Bennett,
Anke Finger, Felicia Pratto, Xae Alicia Reyes, MwysSewall, Bill Lott, Jane Goldman, Janice Clark,

Hedley Freake, Peter Gogarten, Anabel Perez. Misddean Hanink, Cora Lynn Deibler, Dan Civco, MiRarre,

Tom Roby, Niloy Dutta, Rosa Helena Chinchilla.

Meeting called to order at 11:05am.

1. Minutes from the April 7, 2008 meeting will be edited afidws:

Page 4: correction of 2 typos.

M otion to approve minutes as edited. M otion approved.

Correction to November 15, 2007 GEOC report to 80&CC:

AH/OSH 3272W should be changed to AH/OSH 4221WsTourse proposal came to GEOC with the 3272W
number in error. It was approved by Senate C&CClanthe Senate with the 4221W number.

Correction to December 3, 2007 GEOC minutes andalg2008 GEOC report to Senate C&CC:

COGS 296W [3520W] should be changed to COGS 296WdqW]. The 3520W number is an error. Senate
C&CC has corrected this in their April report te tBenate.

2. Announcements

Thank youKatharina von Hammerstein thanked GEOC memberthéowork they have done over the course of
the past academic year.
Summary of GEOC ActivitieKatharina von Hammerstein drafted a summary adehitems on which GEOC has
worked during the 2007-2008 academic year. A sumrmiactions is an addendum to this document.
Provost’'s Competition Ceremorfgcheduled for Tuesday, April 29, 2008 from 4-6pnthie North Reading
Room, Wilbur Cross Building. Vice Provost Makowskyd Provost Nicholls will give remarks.
New England Institution Summer Institute, KeenéeStallege Institute planned as an Assessment exchange
between New England institutions. Hedley Freaké lvélattending to represent UConn. John Bennelt wil
contact Eric Soulsby about his possible attendasceell.
GEOC Membership.
o Information Literacy. Letitia Naigles has accepted nomination to GEOC and will serve as chair.
0 CAS Science and Technology. David Wagner has degtliis nomination to GEOC. The Senate
Nominating committee has recommended the follovgiagple in his stead, in the following order:
= Elizabeth Jockush (EEB)
= Tim Byrne (GEOL)
= Jean Crespi (EEB)
End of Semester Gatheringatharina von Hammerstein’'s home, May 2, 3:30pm6Blease RSVP to
von.hammerstein@uconn.edu
Final GEOC MeetingWe will keep the May 5, 2008 meeting date tentatimd meet only ressing issues arise.

3. Recertification
Summary of discussion to date:

Reason to discuss recertification: GEOC is chatgexversee the Gen Ed program.
Discussion is in its early stages to determine bomversation will evolve.

0 Match course as approved with current teachinguofse.

o0 Link recertification with some elements of assesgme



Draft Recertification document: remove the statedtguestions GEOC can get from the Registrar didad
focus on the more substantive questions, withpamespecific to the content area/competency anthan for
the general goals of gen ed.
Include a cover letter to this recertification domnt to introduce the topic to faculty.
Open questions: Two-tiered system? Rotation sysferecertification? Every how many years?
0 The Q subcommittee would prefer to receive finares for all Q courses at one time, not in a rotatio
system.

Recertification Questions from “to ponder” document

We have addressed questions 1, 2, 3. Discussiotspmaptured in April 7, 2008 GEOC Meeting minutes.
1. What are our goals in reviewing courses?

2. Which information is valuable for assessmentfandtatistics, which is superfluous?

3. What kind of data collecting is realistic andatle for departments/programs?

Summary 1: congruence of design and delivery
Summary 2: link recertification and assessmentisitss from OIR/ Registrar, not faculty.
Summary 3: possibility: in-depth review of a crsgstion of courses, with a brief review of others.

Discussion:

John Bennett suggested testing out the draft forttmavcross-section of instructors.
Jane Goldman noted that maybe there should beefitféorms for Content Areas vs. Competencies asuid/
subcommittee would like to review the departmeWgblan, which is not relevant to Content Areas.
o Katharina von Hammerstein suggested having the $ammefor instructors and a separate form for
department/program heads to get a departmentatiever
o Bill Lott recommended that we look at the ratio/@fmajor courses to total majors to see if theyadnle
to meet their major needs
Murphy Sewall voiced support for a succinct fornd @mggested GEOC start from what we want to knadv an
then formulate the questions. He argued that wieatvant to know is if instructors and departmenésduing
what they said they would do when we approved these. He also noted that recertification is netdhly
method we are using to assess UConn’s gen ed pnogra
Felicia Pratto argued that assessment does notthdneecomprehensive, but recertification doesthatiwe need
to rearticulate the goals of recertification githe new voices in the GEOC.
Marie Cantino stated that current instructors sthgét the original CAR, then be asked if they ditedoing the
things that fulfill the gen ed regs; if not, theyosild articulate how the course still fulfills thecessary criteria.
Bill Lott suggested implementing a “Sunset Law” wdf no recertification request for a particutaurse is
received by a certain time, then the course auioally gets removed from the gen ed system.
Murphy Sewall raised the issue of non-response.tWbald be the consequence for departments ouictstrs?
Murphy Sewall also noted that multiple instructsosnetimes teach the same course — how should these
situations be handled? Do we get a recertificaiocument from each instructor? Per course? Whesigonsible
for this collection, the department or GEOC?
Katharina von Hammerstein stated that we havek@eadain questions about learning outcomes, asssgs
methods, etc. which could be instructor-specific.
Felicia Pratto pointed to two levels of questions:
0 GEOC review of the course as if being reviewedHerfirst time (course level).
0 GEOC review of how the system is working, how tlsilege being taught, and how the broad goals od
general education are being met.



» Hedley Freake argued that one thing we want tesdernind instructors that a course is a gen edseaas, often
times, courses are taught without this awarendssnfain purpose of recertification is to improvacteing and
making instructors aware that they are teachingreegl education course is a key part of this gitem

» John Bennett recommended hiring EPSY (Educatiosytivlogy) Ph.D. students to gather and make some
sense of the data we collect and to do some suny@fisample classes.

0 Hedley Freake pointed to the fact that CA3 is usindePSY graduate student funded by the Vice
Provost’s office. We can go back to Provost’s Gffio get funding for more graduate student sugport
we determine the need.

* Felicia Pratto raised the issue of pedagogicalttpresfor which OIR does not have information. Véhike may
not need the data for recertification, would ituseful to have for future analyses?

o Hedley Freake argued that while the data would ginteresting, it is a different kind of questitran
the recertification questions.

o Jane Goldman pointed, though, to the fact thabredicampuses teach courses differently because of
decreased student numbers.

0 John Bennett noted that asking pedagogic questionss an opportunity to gather more information
about gen ed at UConn. This data, if not colleateslcumbersome manner, can be used in future
assessment reports of the gen ed curriculum.

Proposal: Katharina von Hammerstein and Felicia Pratto widrk on another draft for the general portion @& th
recertification document. Subcommittees may starkimg on their specific recertification portionsthe form.
Katharina von Hammerstein will also work on a doenirto explain recertification procedures to fagult
» Marie suggested that before subcommittees are etiavgh any task, GEOC needs to be clear about thibgt
want to do.
» Anke Finger argued that more discussion in GEO@e&xled before the subcommittees can begin thek. wor
» John Bennett noted that it may be a good ideakoh@sAssessment subcommittee if they want anyqodeit
guestions included in this form.

Discussion will continue in GEOC in the Fall andliude the voices of new GEOC members.
4. Subcommittee Reports

Writing Competency
The W subcommittee recommends approval of theviatig courses:

ENGL 3117W Romantic British Literature
ENGL 3118W Victorian British Literature

Motion to approvethe W report. Motion carried.
The following courses are in the process of revigvthe W subcommittee:

NRME 3345W [233W] Wildfire Management Techniques
HORT 2560W Written Communication in Horticulture

W recommends that GEOC provisionally approve ttevaltourses, provided that the subcommittee appritnee
courses by the end of the Spring semester. [NOTEuld¢ommittee reported approval of HORT 2560W eir tlast
meeting of the Spring semester. One change wamraeaded for NRME 3345W- once this change is madieto
proposal, the course is considered approved witheed to resubmit to either the W subcommitte® G@EOC. With the
change in NRME 3345W noted in the W subcommitt@ente the courses will be reported to Senate C&QCGdview at
their September meeting.]



Motion to provisionally approvethe above cour sesif cour ses approved by the W subcommittee by the end of the
Spring semester. Motion carried.

Computer Technology Competency
Only 1/3% of students have completed the Computer Technql©dy competency questionnaires/tests on HuskyCT.
Because it is not a formal graduation requiremfemt,students actually complete these CT questioesiests.

Discussion:
* How many students know they should take it?
0 They are informed about this in First Year Oriciotat
o Steve Park and Kim Chambers have gone throughcestreary measures to inform students about this
expectation.
» Either it becomes a formal requirement or we wal/é to get used to these results.
» Is this an issue for instructors, i.e. studentshasting basic computer understanding? Or is itraiasue?

Recommendations:
» Making completion of the CT competency questioresiests on HuskyCT a registration requirementhier
second semester of freshman year.
o Do you just have to take the test or do you hawtetaonstrate proficiency?
0 Registration: what happens to those students tat thass” the test? Can they still register?
» Isit possible to have an advisor bar that carifteellif they cannot pass it first semester butehamother bar in
the second semester (for registration to secondogeases) if they still have not passed it?
0 A lot of departments don’t use advising blockshss may not work.
» Require it as part of a required first year course.
0 87% of students take an FYE course in their fieshaster.
0 As it stands, the test is very self-explanatorybEdding the test in a course like FYE will incretse
likelihood of students completing it.
» Data: how many students access the site vs. how o@nplete it?
o Isitthat they access it and it's too long anddes? Do they not access it at all?

Proposal: Katharina von Hammerstein will meet with David Oeite to see if embedding the competency
guestionnaires/tests in FYE courses is an optidhL&t will ask Kim Chambers to contact Anabelree to get GEOC
access to the CT competency questionnaires/tests.

Diversity and Multiculturalism
CA4 Assessment document revision based on last GEE@«Eing discussion on the subject. Changes include
* Previously, “demonstrate understanding of,” for ldening objectives.
o The word “understanding” has been replaced witlerotheasurable verbs.

Discussion:
* The verb “recognize” can be assessed with a cleeckli
o Is this what we want?

Katharina von Hammer stein recommended sending thisdocument asrevised to the Assessment subcommittee. The
document will be forwarded.

5. Intersession



Two general education courses which were not giwE®C approval to be taught in an intensive sedsiwe been
scheduled for the coming May Term in error. Stusdrave already registered for these courses. Arrsek contacted
the instructors to inform them that registrationtfeese courses will need to be put on hold unt&nsive session
teaching approval is achieved. We are currentlyitavgareceipt of the Intensive Session Curricul&@tién Requests.
Katharina von Hammerstein asked if the relevantsoimittees would be willing to review these two isauproposals, if
received promptly, by email. The chairs of the submittees agreed. The courses will be reviewedgileas they
come in. To expedite the process, GEOC will apptbeecourses provided that the relevant subcomasitteve their
approval by May 5, 2008.

M otion to approve the following two coursesfor inter session teaching provided the subcommittees approvethe
coursesfor their particular content areas:

CA 1 Arts and Humanities
HIST/ SCI 2206 History of Science

CA2 Social Sciences
ECON 1201 Principles of Microeconomics

M otion approved.

Intersession Evaluations

Currently, provisionally approved intersession eeunstructors must submit an intersession evaluétirm after each
teaching of the course in an intensive sessicam Kvaluation form is not received from the indiou@) teaching the
course, the course may not be taught in a followitensive session.

Katharina von Hammerstein asked if requiring adwat&gon from each instructor makes sense, or ilhwauld be asking,
instead, for an evaluation -per course- from thgadenent. Requiring an evaluation from each instnuposes
implications for teaching across the different casgs as different sections of the same coursefared at different
campuses, or even on the same campus. Currerdlgoifirse is taught on Campus A by Instructor B,tais Instructor
B does not submit an evaluation, the course map@adaught in a following intensive session on Casn@ by Instructor
D. Along these same lines, if a course is taugh€ampus A by Instructor B and Instructor B doessudimit an
evaluation, Instructor C cannot offer the cours€Campus A.

Discussion:
» Jane Goldman voiced support for requiring an evaodrom each section and instructor.
* Hedley Freake argued that it is legitimate to hgreater demand for evaluation of intersession esutde also
noted that pedagogy is instructor-specific so meggiinformation from each instructor is justified.

GEOC will continueto require Intersession Evaluations be submitted by each instructor teaching the coursein an
intensive session befor e the cour se can be offered in a subsequent intensive session.

Meeting adjourned at 1:00pm.
Respectfully submitted,

Anabel Perez
Administrator



