
General Education Task Force Meeting

Friday, October 22, 2004
Central Campus: President’s Dining Room

M I N U T E S

Members Present: Steve Obenauf (Chair), Debra Allen, Joe Castillo, Patrick Ellingham, Ed Erazo, Peggy Green, Cesar Grisales, Deborah Hefferin, Jim Lansing, John Rogers, Ken Ross, Jane Treptow
Ex Officio Present: Eileen Holden, Hank Martel

I. The meeting was called to order at 3:10 p.m.

II. A motion was made and seconded to approve the minutes from the October 7, 2004 meeting as presented.

III. Steve Obenauf reminded the Task Force that at the last meeting discussions took place on interdisciplinary courses, their transferability to upper division and the students’ graduating with the package, etc. Eileen Holden talked about the IDS course numbers saying there is great exportability within the universities and community colleges. There is a lengthy list of statewide IDS courses and a fair number of IDH (honors) as well. 
Numerous questions were raised with regard to the IDS courses, how they would correspond with Gordon Rule credits and/or connecting the discipline in one course whether it is six credits 
in one class or three credits in two classes across the board and which two classes could work as IDS courses.
Steve referred back to the grid developed by the task force, which lists the discipline areas and the competencies and skills.  The first two columns in the AS/AAS degree had been filled out by the Task Force at our last meeting.   The chair asked the group to continue with its analysis to determine which discipline areas provide which of the competencies and skills we want our students to have. As the group went item by item through the next column, several concerns arose regarding the accuracy of our determination and what delineated courses included and not included in the general education listing.
After much discussion, a suggestion was agreed on what to relay to the faculty “this is what the task force wants to see provided by each discipline area” rather than “this is what we think is currently provided” and have the respective disciplines respond and  show us how their course should be in the general education. Then say we expect to see this on the course outlines. 

In addition, if a faculty member feels a course should be in gen ed, we would have to go by the state guidelines. 

IV. As there clearly was not enough remaining time to fill in the grids with what the Task Force would like each area to provide, Steve asked the committee to do some homework and fill in sheet 1 (AS/AAS) and 2 (AA) with their ideas on what they think each discipline SHOULD provide, return it to Steve via e-mail by as soon as possible.  He will then combine the input from various Task Force members and present the compilation at the next Task Force meeting scheduled for November 3, 2004.  Our intent at that meeting is to review the new grid and revise it as needed.  When the task force has a finalized version, this will be sent out collegewide for review.  Discipline areas will be asked to indicate agreement and disagreement with our list of desired competencies provided by each area.  Disciplines will have to document, using course outlines, which desired competencies they currently provide.  Desired competencies which are not currently being met will probably require changes in course outlines.  It is hoped that our work will serve as a catalyst for positive changes in various courses and disciplines.
Steve will discuss the outcome of the group’s analysis at the November 4, 2004 collegewide faculty meeting.

V. Meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
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