Notes on General Education Committee Meeting

Gordon Jones
The Committee met on March 29 from 3:00 to 5:00 in room 227 of the Library.  Members not present:  Hefner, Kattwinkel, Martinez-Gibson, Niesslein, and all student members...
Responding to a memo from David, Elise outlined some thoughts as to how the Committee should proceed.  She expressed a preference for carefully formulating a plan for general education at the College rather than beginning by inspecting the present program for flaws.  Formulating learning objectives will be an early step in the process, followed by consideration of delivery methods.  

Elise will give a report to the Board of Trustees on our plans to consider General Education.  Among the points that will be covered in the report will be the importance of General Education, a new name for the curriculum, the use of data, efforts to articulate a philosophy of General Education, the incorporation of assessment, constant review and revision, implications for transfer students, and a tentative time schedule.
The schedule:


January 2005—The General Education Committee begins to meet.


March 31, 2005—The Provost addresses the Academic Forum on General   

                                          Education.


Fall 2005
Faculty subcommittees will address specific components, such as 




assessment and learning objectives.


Spring 2006  
A proposal for General Education at the College will be presented 




to the Faculty Senate by the end of the semester.


Fall 2007
Implementation

Kay distributed handouts describing General Education programs at IUPUI and UNC-A.  There was considerable discussion of aspects of these programs.  The Committee was asked to study the various types of programs and to be able to articulate advantages and disadvantages of each.   Mary Beth volunteered to report at the next meeting on “Core Programs,” such as those at St. John’s College and Colgate University.  Kay will send by email links to sites that provide useful models of the various kinds of programs.  Study of these and other models is expected to aid the Committee in proposing a particular nature of the learning experience to provide a structure for General Education at the College of Charleston.
The Committee then began a discussion of learning objectives, discussing particularly IUPUI’s “Principles of Undergraduate Learning.”  Committee members agreed that the skills in these Principles are sound but that the list is almost too broad and general to be useful.  Attention turned to the “Liberal Education Outcomes” that appear in AAC&U’s document, “Liberal Education and America’s Promise.”  It became clear that there are numerous examples of good lists of general learning objectives.  It was suggested that an effective strategy would be to select a statement such as that from AAC&U to provide learning objectives and to concentrate more heavily on how our General Education program will be delivered.  It is important to select the method that has the greatest likelihood of fulfilling the goals and objectives.  Furthermore, it is critical that the whole campus community (including students) believe that General Education is important. 
Our next two or three meetings will explore delivery methods, such as Core Programs, Distribution Models, and Learning Communities.

