GWAR Committee

AY 2008-2009 #3


Minutes of the GWAR Committee Meeting October 3, 2008 

Number 3

1:30 PM USU-311

In attendance: Rebekha Abbuhl, Lori Brown, Chris Chavez, Colleen Dunagan, Rosi Grannell, Karin Griffin, Deborah Hamm, David Huckaby, Nathan Jensen, Lynn Mahoney, Sharon Olsen, Bron Pellissier, Susan Platt, Linda Sarbo, Sharlene Sayegh, Rick Tuveson, Mark Williams  

1. Agenda approved (MSP).
2. Introduction of guests and new members: Lori Brown, Rosi Grannell, David Huckaby and Lynn Mahoney were welcomed to the committee.
a. Lynn informed the committee that a small ad hoc task force is being created to examine best practices in teaching and assessing writing and to make recommendations on university-wide writing assessment practices. 
3. Approval of minutes of September 19, 2008 (MSP).

4. Approval of GWAR 2007/2008 Annual Report

a. Susan provided a summary of the report, stating that it covered the highlights of the GWAR Committee’s work over the 2007-2008 academic school year, including the revisions made to the GWAR policy, the approval of more GWAR courses (Engineering and Fashion Merchandizing), the number of current GWAR courses, and the pass rate of those courses. 
b. A question was raised concerning the description of the English Writing Proficiency (EWP) course. It was suggested that the word “preparatory” be added to the description of the course, so that it would not be mistakenly deemed a GWAR course. It was noted, however, that EWP is already labeled a test preparation course on the UCES website so confusion is unlikely.
c. A question was raised concerning the information on the enrollment in HIST 301 was accurate; it is accurate and the wording will be kept as is. 
d. A motion was made, second and passed to approve the report with the change to the description of the EWP course.  
5. GWAR Coordinator’s Report

a. A follow-up on a previous petition for special circumstances (which was denied) was provided by Linda. The student has contacted Disabled Student Services (DSS), who has in turn contacted Linda. It was noted that DSS has no jurisdiction over the committee’s waiver decisions, and the GWAR committee has the final decision. Linda will remain in contact with DSS but will also contact the student and list in writing the options that are available for her (e.g., taking the EWP, GWAR courses, and seeking accommodations from DSS). 
b. Two new petitions were presented to the committee and denied. 

c. IS 301 L was discussed. 

i. Some background information concerning past structural and implementation problems was provided, along with a description of the subsequent Memorandum of Understanding (which stipulated that the IS 301L instructor meet with GWAR coordinator to review course outline and portfolio requirements [accomplished], have her class observed [not accomplished yet], and participate in the GWAR instructors' workshop [not accomplished yet]). Attempts to contact the current instructor of IS 301L (Deb Gaut) and set up a time for the workshop and observations have been unsuccessful. It was suggested that Linda contact both the Chair of the Department of Business and the Dean of the college to inform them of the situation. It was noted that the College of Business is committed to this course and should be informed as soon as possible. It was also noted that the GWAR committee would like to see the course run, and if evidence of effort is seen on the part of the Business department, the committee is likely to grant recertification for at least one semester. 

ii. It was noted that the lack of response from the IS 301 L instructor is not the only issue regarding this course, and the GWAR committee will soon need to determine whether the course should be recertified. 

iii. If any GWAR committee member would like a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding, please contact Linda. 

iv. It was suggested that the GWAR committee establish a process for decertifying a course. 

6. Status of GWAR Policy revisions

a. The revisions have not been discussed at the Senate yet.

b. Chris informed the committee of the passage of Student Resolution #2009-06 by the Senate of the Associated Students. The resolution states the senate’s support of the GWAR revisions proposed by the committee. 

c. It was noted that some individuals in the student senate expressed concern over the number of portfolio readers; information on the quality control process was given to Chris to pass on to the student senate. 

d. It was noted that some individuals in the Academic Senate are making a concerted effort to send the policy revisions back to council in order to delay it. It was pointed out that the number of readers is not the only objection to the revisions, but those objecting have neither put their concerns in writing nor brought them to the floor. 

7. Announcements/other business

a. The next meeting will be October 17th at 1:30 PM. 

b. Seventy freshmen have participated in the CLA already; the testing office will ultimately get 100 to participate. 

c. Susan will send out information on when the CLA demonstration will be held so GWAR committee members can attend. 

d. There is a schedule conflict between the WPE Test Development Committee and the GWAR instructors’ workshop (both scheduled for October 31st). The WPE TDC will meet at a later time (10:00 AM instead of 9:00). 

Respectfully submitted, 

Rebekha Abbuhl

(These minutes were approved on 10/17/08.)
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