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Members Present:  Brumfield, Carlone, Cassidy, Eronvenko, Germain, Henline, Lennartson, 
 Morrisette, Pettazzoni, Ramsey, Schunk, Stephens, Taube, Terranova, 
 and Zell 
 
 
AGENDA ITEMS:  

I. Approval of Minutes from April 21, 2017 & August 25, 2017 Meetings 
 Motion to Approve April 21, 2017 meeting minutes (Terranova, Ramsey).  
 Approved  
 Motion to Approve August 25, 2017 meeting minutes with amendment  

(Taube, Terranova) Approved with one abstention 
 
II. 2017-2018 Council Goals 

Chair reviewed the two main goals of Council this year, normal business, New Proposals,  
 Assessment, Recertification, and support of the Self-Study.  Are there other items 
 members would like to add?  Chris Cassidy suggested Council develop a map of our 
 General Education Program for new and current students to show how courses interrelate. 
 Mapping of the General Education Program would help the Task Force. 
 Discussion followed concerning the difficulty of defining General Education.  We need 
 to look at whom General Education is to serve, how SLOs are the same in a 100-level 
 course as a 300-level course. David can share these goals with the Task Force.  
 Suggestion to have examples on the website for item 12 on the New Course form and 
 item 13 on the Recertification form. Goals should be prioritized, as the Task Force will 
 need support this year.  The Recertification committees could look at the proficiency 
 goals, there are years of assessment data which can be shared with the committees. 
 David will update the goals and share in Box.   
 
III. Assessment 

Discussion of GFA, GLT, GPR results from AY 16-17 
Update: GNS 
David thanked Terry Brumfield for the Assessment report.  As a Council, we should be 
taking a closer look at the data we have been receiving.  David asked Council for their 
reactions to the data presented.  This will be presented to Faculty Senate October 4. 
Assessment forum dates are September 20 and September 21.  Council members are 
encouraged to attend these.   
Comment that the assessment process is too raw, view this as an initial attempt and 
should be revised before we can draw any conclusions.  One of the issues is that there are 
unrated assignments.   The measures that we use are not suitable.  That goes back to the 
lack of faculty development for General Education courses and assignments.  Those 



assignments are the metric that we are using, if we don’t tackle the source of the problem, 
then we continue to have data that we question.  David advised we have budget for 
faculty development. 
Council should look at the SLOs in addition to the assignments.   Discussion followed, 
should the Recertification committees define proficiency levels in addition to refining 
SLOs?  Discussion continued regarding measurement of SLOs and assessment process.  
We now ask faculty to turn in the prompt for the assignment along with the student work 
product.  Terry Brumfield advised we are assessing two categories this academic year, 
one with a rubric, GRD.  GHP did not put together a rubric, but they did receive the peer 
faculty criteria.  The hope is to have consistency in scoring.  The recertification process 
requires that only a sample set of assignments be identified for the course that is being 
proposed.  We don’t mandate that every faculty member teaching the course develop 
their course in the same way with the same assignments.  Without collecting a syllabus 
for every course, section, every semester and giving them feedback on the assignment we 
are left with a “promise” that when Gen Ed Council recertifies the course, everyone 
teaching it will have been introduced to the SLOs and a certain way of evaluating student 
learning.  Faculty development would help speak to this.   
Gen Ed SLOs should be independent of the major.   
Reactions to proficiency levels?  Concern that comparison of course faculty ratings to 
workshop ratings, the two seem to have different opinions as to the students’ capability to 
perform.  The Student Learning Enhancement Committee says that every major must 
have a target, why are we different?  
Samples are randomly selected from the course rosters; it is critical that the assignments 
the course faculty select are explicitly aligned with the SLOs.  As to the possible 
discrepancy, there are other factors involved also, time and energy, course faculty have a 
lot of tacit knowledge that the peer reviewers do not have, and peer reviewers work in 
pairs at the faculty workshop.  
Recently, Terry began emphasizing in training of faculty who are instructors of record  
how important it is that selected assignments explicitly align with the SLOs.   
As we go forward with the Self-Study we need to consider ongoing faculty development.  
Council will work on developing rubric and definitions to share with the recertification 
committees. 
 
GNS will meet September 28 to discuss their assessment data. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



IV. Recertification 
Review and discussion of recommended revisions to GSB category 
Updates: SI, WI & GN 
 
GSB Recertification committee recommend a revision of the category description and the 
SLOs.  They have not identified how the SLOs map to the Learning Goals. A justification 
of the recommended changes is needed.  Discussion concerning SLOs.  David will follow 
up with the committee. 

 
V. New Course Proposals 

HIS 101: Contemporary World, GHP category and GN marker requests 
IAR 124: Introduction to Sustainable Design, GPR category request and GL marker 
request 
The New Course Proposal sub-committee will review courses prior to Council review. 
Council reviewed key items when approving a proposal.  Discussion, is there a need for a 
syllabus? 
HIS 101 will need to update the GN SLOs 
IAR 124 needs to use SLOs, not LGs 
Council should clearly indicate what is needed on the form, along with educating faculty. 
 
 
 

VI. General Education Self-Study Update 
Larry Taube provided an update on the Self-Study Task Force.  The Task Force is 
thinking about inviting people from other universities to come to UNCG and talk about 
what they are doing with their General Education Program.  The Task Force has looked at 
27 institutions.  A concern is that the perception could be the Task Force is only looking 
at one model.  Appalachian State is one possible institution to invite to campus.  Are 
there other institutions Council would like to invite?  Some ideas for the visit are a 
meeting with the Task Force and Council and possibly an open forum for faculty at large.  
Task Force members are attending conferences on general education.  An idea is to send 
Task Force and Council members to the AAC&U meeting in February.  This would allow 
time for representatives from both committees to meet and discuss possible models. 
Faculty Senate Forum October 18, plan is to have round table discussions and then have a 
group discussion.  David asked Council members to invite colleagues to attend the forum. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



VII. Announcements 
General Education Program Assessment Forum: results for GFA, GLT, and GPR 
• W, 9/20, 10 am – 12 pm, 140 McIver and Th, 9/21, from 12 – 2 pm, 140 McIver 
GNS debriefing (GNS departments review and discuss spring 2017 Department 
Assessment Results reports) 
• Th, 9/28, 12 – 2 pm, Faculty Center 
Association for General and Liberal Studies: Innovations and Best Practices for 
Sustaining Gen Ed, September 22 to 23, Memphis 
 
AAC&U: 2018 General Education and Assessment: Foundations for Democracy, 
February 15 to 17, Philadelphia 

 
  
 Meeting adjourned at 3:30 p.m. 
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