GEOC Meeting October 13, 2014
In attendance:
Mike Young – Chair, (Karen Piantek – Admin), Tom Meyer, Eduardo Urios-Aparisi, Scott Campbell, David Gross, Stephanie Milan, Ana Maria Marcos-Diaz, Eric Schultz (ex-officio)
Guest:

Hedley Freake
Regrets:
Daniel Byrd (undergrad rep), Nicole Coleman (grad rep), Gustavo Nanclares
Meeting called to order at 11:35am.
1.  Minutes of October 2, 2014 meeting were accepted by committee members present with one abstention.
2.  Announcements

A. Revision of a “Digital Information Literacy” competency; deletion of Computer Technology competency; discussion of a framework for digital literacies continues.
· The committee met last week and is moving forward; some of the terminology is still under consideration and revision.
· It is uncertain if the committee will delete the computer competency first or do it alongside the unveiling of the new digital information literacy competency, but the latter seems to be preferred.
B. Suggestions for new GEOC members requested, especially CA1, CA4 and W; an invitation will go out to newly tenured faculty 
· The Nominating Committee has appointed Eliana Rojas to the CA4 committee.

· E. Schultz suggested sending requests to Provost Competition winners who received funding for W courses.
· K. Piantek will follow-up with the Nominating Committee to verify what the GEOC’s needs are.

3.  Subcommittee Reports
CA1 Report 
· The proposer of SPAN 1020 fixed issues that the CA1 committee cited at the last meeting. No further discussion.
Report approved unanimously as submitted by committee members present. (SPAN 1020)
Q Report

·  One member asked about the possible outcomes of the pre-req change. D. Gross explained the background of the course and some of the factors that lead to change.
Report approved unanimously as submitted by committee members present. (MATH 2010Q-2011Q)

· E. Schultz requested that subcommittees include a little more information in their reports so that the Senate C&C can see some of the background discussions that lead to each course’s approval. He felt that this would save the Senate C&C time in their discussions by precluding them from having to deliberate on issues that other committees may have already addressed.
W Report

· M. Young severed the different parts of the report; the GEOC first considered WGSS 3265W for full approval.
· The committee expressed a desire to know more about the course since no explanation or background was provided.
Part 1 of the report was approved as submitted with one abstention. (WGSS 3265W)
· M. Young asked what the committee preferred to do regarding the provisional approvals. The overall feeling was that, in the absence of a W co-chair to clarify questions about the proposals, they should be tabled. 
· T. Meyer and S. Milan made a motion to table the rest of the report.
Motion to table the rest of the report passed with one abstention.

· T. Meyer noted that to his knowledge the proposer of the NRE course had not yet been contacted about issues with the course. This is a core course and they are keen to get it moving.

· D. Gross also expressed concern for making sure that the issues with the MATH 2794W course were addressed in a timely manner. 
  4.  Other Reports and Discussion
A. Next steps on the proposal regarding First Year Writing (FYW) waivers; data has been requested from OIRE
· The data request asked to see the following:
· Information from Spring 2014 undergraduate students at all campuses regarding…
· Whether they took one of the FYW courses, or whether they received a waiver or some other form of credit,
· Their average class size during their first 4 semesters at UConn (excluding transfer students),
· Which semesters they took their next two W classes, and
· Grades in the FYW and W classes.
B. 2014-15 Course Re-alignment – Contacts are set; forms are ready to be sent.
· All contacts have finally been established; forms will go out shortly.
C. 2014-15 Provost’s Competition – Announcement has been posted; Deadline is Nov. 7
· All members are asked to encourage colleagues to apply.
D. NEASC reaccreditation self-study

· Hedley Freake spoke to the committee about the NEASC Reaccreditation Self-Study on which he was asked to work. He noted that it happens every 10 years and that 10 years ago he was the GEOC Chair. Since he no longer occupies this position, he is requesting information to assist him in his report.
· He noted that there are nine standards that need to be addressed and that General Education is a subset of Standard 4.
· H. Freake asked about any assessment that may be taking place, and M. Young explained the recent completion of the 1-credit W assessment project.
· H. Freake asked about the relevance of the ALECS assessment; D. Gross noted that it was a self-assessment, not university mandated.

· It was noted that there is an older assessment platform that is no longer being used. Some forms of assessment used in the past weren’t funded, so measures that may not have been as far-reaching or effective had to be used in order to collect data.

· It was noted that each department has an assessment committee, but they rarely meet or act.

· H. Freake asked about the alignment project. M. Young explained that it was not technically an assessment since it looks more at course mechanisms, not at student outcomes.  It was noted that in courses with multiple sections, instructors often lose touch with the Gen Ed guidelines.  The alignment process helps to reorient faculty to Gen Ed.

· H. Freake asked if there were any controversial issues currently facing the GEOC. M. Young noted the following: 

· The GEOC is undergoing deletion of the computer competency since it is not fulfilling its purpose. They are moving slowly toward that. There was some discussion about whether programming/coding skills should be included in the competency, but this was not determined to be a priority.
· On a related front, the GEOC is overhauling the Information Literacy Competency to create a Digital Information Literacy competency. There isn’t an off-the-shelf framework that can be used, so the subcommittee is using existing frameworks to inform UConn’s version.

· The GEOC is considering concerns related to First Year Writing (FYW), specifically with regard to the number of students being waived. The question of whether we are still in compliance with General Education guidelines if students are being waived out of FYW is paramount, especially with regards to information literacy. H. Freake asked about the percentage of students this applies to; it is about 18-20%. The Next Gen initiative complicates the issue based on the anticipated influx of students. Honors picks up some slack with ENGL 2011, but not much. The main concern is that the AP exam cannot reproduce the conditions that FYW and W courses satisfy (e.g. opportunity for revised writing, 15 page minimum, etc). The product versus process and minimum standards are key concerns.
· The Task Force on Civility included several GEOC-related recommendations to address civility as a General Education competency, but GEOC was ultimately unwilling to act on the creation of a competency for multiple reasons.
· H. Freake asked if it was fair to say that the Gen Ed content areas are working well. The committee felt that, yes, the system currently works well. There was a push in the past to create courses that would satisfy up to three content areas, but generally there are not many of these. The committee usually found a reason to sever one or more CAs from such requests.

· CA1 guidelines were revised recently to update language. 

· About two years ago there was discussion about access provisions for Honors Gen Ed courses; Only W courses in the major can restrict some access to the course. By and large, there must be some seats reserved for general admission.
· The Provost’s Competition will run again this Fall in order to put grant awards on the current fiscal year cycle.

· M. Young asked if H. Freake felt that GEOC was vulnerable to criticism/critique during reaccreditation review. H. Freake said that, if anything, GEOC is doing things that other departments should be doing, so they are less vulnerable to criticism.

Meeting adjourned at 1:00pm.

Respectfully submitted, 

Karen Piantek
GEOC Administrator
