GWAR Committee Minutes

AY 2008-2009 #8


Minutes of the GWAR Committee Meeting February 20, 2009

Number 8
1:30 PM USU-311

In attendance: Rebekha Abbuhl, Chris Chavez, Karin Griffin, Nathen Jensen, Linda Sarbo, Sharlene Sayegh, Rick Tuveson, Mark Williams

1. GWAR Coordinator’s report – Waiver requests. Due to small attendance, waiver petitions were discussed first. A move was made, seconded and passed after the arrival of the seventh member (upon which a quorum was established) to follow Linda’s recommendations on the waivers. 

2. Approval of today’s agenda (MSP).

3. Approval of minutes from 2/6/09 (MSP) (with spelling corrections).

4. Proposal for revising portfolio rubric. The original portfolio rubric was based on reading the entire portfolio holistically. However, the practice is to read each piece individually. Therefore, it was proposed to revise the rubric to reflect how we actually use it. The revisions involve changing the word “portfolio” to “document” in the rubric. 

5. Proposal for pretesting WPE topics. Discussion on this item was postponed until next meeting. 

6. GWAR Policy/Academic Senate. 

a. The Academic Senate is currently going line-by-line approving the alternate proposal, treating it as the primary proposal, and the beginning of the alternate proposal was approved.
b. It was noted in that this approach is awkward at best. The alternate proposal is being presented as an amendment to ours (i.e., not in competition), and the senators were unclear as to what they were approving and the source of the proposals. At the end of the senate session, the senators finally stated that they needed to look at both the alternate proposal and our proposal in order to decide which one is better. 

c. It was noted that this entire process (of having one individual take his policy straight to the senate without it being properly vetted) has set a bad precedent. Faculty governance and procedure is being circumvented. The Academic Senate website states that it is the charge of CEPC council to review every policy dealing with curriculum that goes before the senate. However, the alternate proposal has not gone through CEPC, which is a violation of parliamentary procedure. It was noted that some individuals in the senate are concerned about this “back-door sneaking” of proposals.

d. It was also noted that neither of the senators that were moving the alternate proposal and seconding it could explain the alternate proposal themselves; they were merely deferring to the author of the alternate proposal. 

e. It was suggested that someone should move to reject the alternate proposal in its entirety, or at least from Section 2 down, or state that it is out of order. It could be claimed that the two motions approving the beginning of the alternate proposal were passed before people knew that there were two different (competing) proposals at hand. (Given that Praveen Soni has not posted our policy with the notes and track changes and given that the 2005 GWAR policy is not publically available, it seems likely that the senators are not fully aware of what they are amending.) Nathen will talk to Chris Frazier about making a possible motion to reject the alternate proposal categorically on the bounds of it being out of order.

f. Sharlene requested that as many GWAR committee members as possible attend the next Academic Senate meeting (Thursday 2 PM in PSY 150). 

7. Student Fee Advisory Committee. 
a. It was noted that attempting to put forth a change in the way a fee is structured before going to the GWAR committee, and before the GWAR policy is approved by the academic senate, is out of order. 
b. Lynn Mahoney asked Linda to estimate how many of the portfolios that have been submitted and how many have received more than one reading. Going through every section of very GWAR course since Fall 2005, Linda estimated that 53% received more than one reading, which is way more than best practices nationally (which currently stand at 25%). This statistic can be used to show that we are doing enough second readings. 

c. Sharlene, Linda and Susan will report back on what happens at the Student Fee Advisory Committee. 

8. Announcements. Mark Williams was welcomed back to the committee. 
Respectfully submitted, 

Rebekha Abbuhl

(These minutes were approved on 3/06/09.)
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