
General Education Task Force Meeting

Wednesday, April 7, 2004

Central Campus: President’s Dining Room 

M I N U T E S

Members Present: Steve Obenauf (Chair), Beau Beadel, Joe Castillo, Patrick Ellingham, Ed Erazo, Peggy Green, Deborah Hefferin, Jim Lansing, Carlos Mansalva, Ken Ross, Debbie Sloan, Winston Thompson, Jane Treptow

Visitors Present:  Irmgard Bocchino
Ex Officio: Eileen Holden, Debbie Nycz

At 2:20 p.m. Chair Obenauf began the meeting by informing the members present the intent for today’s meeting was to look and create the framework for organizing and listing the competencies and skills we want our students to have.   He suggested we continue looking at the models from Valencia, Palm Beach and FCCJ. He also encouraged the members to bring more models from other institutions so we have more points to compare with. He expressed his feeling that the FCCJ model seemed to have a better framework for what we were looking to do or we could just create our own.

Ken Ross asked if, from a functional point of view, if it would be a good idea to keep the same general education areas we currently have so that within the degree audit things will fall into place and this will not have to cause a problem with transformation with the CID system.  In response to a question as how the computer system might handle this, Debbie Sloan reported that degree audits have both automated and manual components.  Eileen reported we should stay with what is mandated and perhaps add more areas. 

Steve Obenauf asked if we restructure our categories, how would we evaluate our students for graduation, and how would the universities evaluate transfer students; do they look for courses or do they look that they graduated and met the Gen Ed requirements?  Eileen said the Gen Ed should transfer with the 2+2 articulation and any cases where students are having difficulty we solve within the institutions or go to the State.  Debbie Nycz understood that once the student had the degree from BCC, the Gen Ed should transfer as a package, even if different from the upper division institution’s requirements. 

Dr. Holden reported about a legislative issue where a legislator proposed a required Civics course in the Community College Gen Ed, and the colleges responded that the offerings we have within social sciences, such as American Government, already cover that, and did not support the Bill, Harry Albertson from FACC was quoted in the newspaper saying we should trust FACC judgments of what an educated person in the 21st century should have. Eileen continued saying, the concern is that once it starts with one course we might then be moving towards a State mandated Gen Ed.  
Eileen also reported that so far there have been being no changes in the Gordon Rule, despite the fact that it went to the Articulation Coordinating Council with a recommendation to do so to the Council of Instructional Affairs and to the Council of Presidents. There is currently no Statute to back up the existing Gordon Rule, which leaves us having no statutory authority to enforce it. Eileen reported she has Barbara Pippin working to keep up with this issue.  Ken Ross felt that this committee should also take the Gordon Rule into consideration and Dr. Holden said once we figure out what areas and why then we have this State imposed requirement to make recommendations on how this will fit in.

Ken Ross noted that in our AS and AA areas have different ways of listing the General Education areas and it might be helpful to have both the same, which would result in Math and Science being in one Math/Science area rather than the current two.  Eileen said eventually we will have two lists for AS and AAS in addition to AA but the philosophy statement will have to be the same so as not to confuse the students. 

Eileen asked that in the previous meeting’s minutes it seemed we were putting forth the philosophy before the action and asked if this was still in draft form and if at the Collegewide Faculty meeting on April 8th faculty will be advised of this or it will be done via e-mail and if we are unveiling something at the meeting. Ken Ross said as we get the courses we would need to adjust the philosophy, so it could not be presented in a final form at this time and that needs to be made clear.  Steve said he definitely would say it is a DRAFT and will change as we build attributes or competencies underneath it, and will follow-up with a college-wide email.

Beau Beadel suggested to Steve Obenauf that whatever he says at the faculty meeting tomorrow it should be something substantive and Eileen thought he should encourage the Faculty to go to the link and read the minutes to see that there are substantive discussions even though we still have a “draft” philosophy and are not at the point of analyzing courses.
Steve informed the group he was creating folders in the GenEd.broward.edu website to organize faculty comments based on the courses they refer to.  This will be a resource when we start looking at courses later. 
Eileen and Steve will compose an e-mail report college wide informing them of our work this term and reminding them of the URL and the link to the minutes.

Deb Hefferin reported that at another meeting she encountered conversation about the Gen Ed Committee not sharing information with the Faculty. Eileen reported she would encourage any one with questions to call her or Steve for more information regarding the status and progress of the committee. Peggy Green suggested Steve should express that we are still in the early stages and it is a work in progress.  Eileen repeated the necessity of encouraging Faculty to get into the link and read the minutes.

At 2:35 p.m. with another member entering the meeting making the committee a quorum, Steve Obenauf officially called the meeting to order.

Chair Obenauf asked for comments on the minutes from the last meeting. Joe Castillo asked that in item IV, Approval of the General Education Philosophy Statement, he thought we had decided at the last meeting to take out in a multi-cultural society, and Peggy Green agreed that the statement would go under the values and competencies.  Steve will correct that statement and re-post the minutes. http://www.broward.edu/locations/dtc/aa/currservice/genedminutes.jsp
A motion was made by Beau and seconded by Ken to approve the minutes as amended.

Steve reminded the committee that our target for today and the remainder of this academic year is to draft the framework and content as far as the philosophy and intellectual skills/competencies and a goal for the group is to have something to share with the Faculty at the August 2004 Faculty meeting so that we will have a good opportunity to get input from collegewide faculty. He also charged the Committee to continue to refine our draft material during the summer using WebCT.   Steve emphasized the need to create a framework and work on the bullets later with sub-categories. 

Debbie Sloan commented that she liked the word competencies (used with FCCJ) instead of capabilities 
Peggy Green shared with the group what she posted on WebCT which was information she received at a conference on a college in Michigan which did eight years of research on Gen Ed and came up with their attributes in bullets.  It was agreed that this would be shared with the group.  She also asked how detailed we would want to be in our attributes, and if we would want to be brief and concise.   Beau Beadel asked for clarification on if we want things to be measurable, can we still be concise in our listings?  Assessment may require precision in our descriptions and therefore a lengthier list.  Eileen thought the attributes can be the expected learning outcomes, which would direct revisions in our course outlines. We expect our students to value multi-cultural and that can be an attribute, but then we need to get to the course level and determine how it would be measured with criteria?   Eileen felt if assessment methods tie into the philosophy we would be alright.   
After considerable additional discussion, Steve Obenauf summarized the following: 
The group agreed that rather than building on a system from another college, we would use the list developed earlier in the year, which reflects both brainstorming from the Task Force and input from many individuals around the college over a considerable period of time.  We will use the BCC model as our framework and  add anything from other colleges or sources that we think is not clearly articulated in ours.  In accordance with discussion from this and previous meetings we will have a listing under each bullet indicating desired knowledge & skills, values, and behaviors. 

After some attempts at re-wording the existing list of attributes, Steve asked the group for consideration to submit the way they are thinking about the wording for each attribute.  He will collect the various versions and at the next meeting he will bring in a compilation and the group will go through them.
It was agreed to modify the general philosophy statement to reflect the day’s discussion as follows: 
General Education at Broward Community College represents a core of common learning that enables students to acquire and apply a broad foundation of integrated knowledge, skills, and behaviors needed to live productive, responsible lives. The core curriculum assures breadth that cannot be found in any specific discipline.
With no further discussion, the meeting adjourned at 3:45 p.m.
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