GWAR Committee

AY 2008-2009 #4


Minutes of the GWAR Committee Meeting October 17, 2008

Number 4
1:30 PM USU-311

In attendance: Rebekha Abbuhl, Lori Brown, Chris Chavez, Colleen Dunagan, Rosi Grannell, Karin Griffin, Nathan Jensen, Bron Pellissier, Susan Platt, Linda Sarbo, Rick Tuveson, Mark Wiley, Mark Williams  

1. Agenda approved (MSP).
2. Approval of minutes of October 3, 2008 (MSP). With spelling corrections.
3. GWAR Coordinator’s Report

a. Students are beginning to take advantage of filing petitions for non-CSU assessments (now receiving three-five petitions per week). Perhaps more students are becoming aware that it is a possible option, but if petitions continue coming in at this rate, the committee will need an expeditious way of evaluating them.
b. On October 16, Linda attended the CSU English Council and a breakout session for GWAR Coordinators. 

i. There are currently three CSUs offering GWAR courses online (Bakersfield, Sacramento, East Bay). All three campuses only permit students enrolled in distance learning programs to enroll. All CSUs are experiencing growth in the number of distance learning programs. However, campus-based tests such as the WPE are a problem for distance students. 

ii. A question was raised at the council whether a CSU student can take the WPE at any campus in the CSU. Currently, students have to satisfy the GWAR at the campus they are enrolled in. 

iii. A question was raised about a student who graduated from a CSU prior to 1977 and who has returned to a CSU: does he or she have to satisfy the GWAR? Current policy states that any student who graduated before 1977 has automatically satisfied the GWAR. 

iv. A half-day workshop for GWAR coordinators is being planned in the spring order for the coordinators to share syllabi, prompts and rubrics related to the GWAR and to determine if there is consistency in standards. A matrix for every CSU and their requirements is also being developed. If the workshop does get scheduled in the spring, Linda will invite Susan to join.

v. East Bay has a three-tiered portfolio system. If students receive a high portfolio score, they are cleared to move to the third tier (an upper division writing course). A medium score leads to the second tier course, and low leads to a basic composition course. It was noted that there are very low numbers of students enrolled in those courses at that university. 

vi. At the council Linda attended a breakout session on ESL writers but there was only one attendee. It was noted that the council was perhaps the wrong venue for such a session.
4. Updates on GWAR policy and the Academic Senate

a. Lynn Mahoney provided feedback concerning the policy. She noted that it was difficult to read because of the number of changes in track changes. Linda produced a clean copy of the policy and highlighted the portions receiving the most resistance. Sharlene will send a clean copy to Praveen Soni to give to the Academic Senate. 
b. There is resistance over the evaluation of the portfolio by the instructor (i.e., that one individual could determine whether the portfolio passes or not). The committee needs to emphasize quality control and safeguards. Linda drafted a rationale for why the revisions were made and what quality control measures are present in the policy. This document will be reviewed by Mark, Susan, and Lynn and then will be sent to Sharlene, who will in turn send it to Praveen, with the request that Sharlene be allowed to attend the executive committee meeting in order to explain the changes. 
c. It was noted that there is a counterproposal in the works by those who oppose the changes to the policy. 
d. It was noted that the committee should have compromises ready (e.g., having a second reader, but not for clear passes). 
e. The policy will probably not go in front of the senate at the next meeting (the 23rd). More likely it will go up in November, but there should be a GWAR committee presence at the next meeting anyway. 

5. Name change for the WPE Development Committee
a. A note was made of the name change to the committee formerly known as the WPE Test Development Committee. It is now known as the Writing Proficiency Examination Development Committee.
6. Update on the Collegiate Learning Assessment

a. Freshmen are being tested in the fall, seniors in the spring. Many freshmen are taking the test (over 100). They receive a free WPE and are entered into a drawing for a $50 beachcard. They also get to compare their writing with other students’. 

b. A demo of the CLA will be held on October 24th from 1 to 2 and on the 31st. Susan will send a reminder to the committee about the demo.  

7. Announcements/other business
a. IS301L

i. Concerning the IS301L course, this committee will need to decide whether or not to allow it to continue as a GWAR course. It was noted that the decision has to be based on more than observation and that the department will make a good faith effort to have it continue. However, it was also noted that there were concerns about the structure and implementation of the course form the beginning.

ii. It was also noted that the syllabus had been provisionally accepted (there were concerns about the grammar focus from the beginning). It was noted that the business department may argue that grammar is central to business writing. 

iii. It was suggested that 301 be considered as a possible GWAR course and that the 301L resources could be given to 301 for supplemental tutoring. 

iv. A motion was MSP to look at the materials form IS301L at the next meeting. 

b. Regarding the portfolio, Susan and Linda are studying 760 students who have completed the portfolio since Spring 2005 and are compiling various statistics that could be used as data for presentation to the Academic Senate. 

c. A GWAR performance website (with WPE pass/fail rates, portfolio data) is being created.  

d. A new test was created by Pearsons similar to the TOEFL and IELTS. It was asked whether the committee should take a look at it. As one of the committee’s charges is to examine new assessment procedures, a motion was MSP to examine that at the next meeting. 
Respectfully submitted, 

Rebekha Abbuhl

(These minutes were approved 11/7/08.)
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