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Wednesday March 28, 2018						       2:30pm-4:00pm
110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Hawkins, King, Lam, Nini, Oldroyd, Vaessin

Agenda:
1. Approval of 2-21-18 minutes
· Lam, Nini, unanimously approved 

2. Review Social Work 1140 assessment plan
· The Panel was impressed by the plan overall
· The direct method and indirect method are very clear and appropriate to course level 
· The Panel recommends lowering the goal of 100% of students meeting Milestone 2. While the Panel feels that it is a great aspirational goal, aspects other than course quality (e.g. students not turning in assignments, student dropping course, etc.) could result in less than 100% students meeting Milestone 2. The Panel recommends using 90 or 95% as a goal, but this is up to the College of Social Work

3. GE revision proposal
· ASCC and its panels will play an important role in the GE revision. ASCC must approve of the proposal before it goes to ASC Faculty Senate for a vote. Feedback and suggestions on the proposal from ASCC and panels are important. 
· Panel members are aware that some faculty in ASC are opposed to the revision and do not want ASC to participate in discussions. ASC has a responsibility to participate in the conversation about the GE. ULAC requested that the review of the GE occur. ASC would not benefit from not participating in conversations about the revision. Additionally, the GE Committee was very transparent about the revision process, and allowed plenty of opportunities to give feedback. 
· Panel suggested the ASCC play a key role in revising the GE proposal and taking revisions to the ASC Faculty Senate. The ASC Faculty Senate is better are reacting to things than taking active role in making revisions.  
· ASC Faculty Senate can provide input on proposal, and ASCC should respond to the input. 
· The Panel expressed concern about the lack of clarify on the role of advisory committees and ASC’s role in the committees and GE course approval.
· Will ASC have oversight of the advisory committees? Who will do curriculum approval in the themes, since these are very broad categories? What will advisory committees do? 
· The Panel also expressed concern about how assessment will occur. Will ASCC and the ASCC Assessment Panel still be responsible for GE Assessment? 
· The Panel feels that one group should still maintain the responsibility of assessing the GE for the entire university, and that this role should not be subdivided, especially if the university wants a coherent GE program. Assessment should look at foundations, bookends, and themes together. 
· The Panel feels that ownership and maintenance of the GE is unclear in the proposal, and they believe this is something that needs to be clarified. Details on ownership and ASC’s role need to be developed, and ASC needs to play a role in the development of these details. ASCC and ASC Faculty Senate cannot vote on the proposal if some details are still unclear. 
· ASC leadership needs to take an active role in discussions on GE ownership. ASC faculty also need to make their voices heard on this issue. 
· The Panel discussed the impact the GE will have on departments. 
· A&H has vocally given input to the proposal and has offered dissent. They will likely face less of an impact than NMS and SBS. Most NMS programs rely on the GE to meet pre-requisites. 
· NMS faculty need to be more involved with the process in order to address the impact this will have on their programs.
· The Panel would like clarification on whether existing courses will roll into the new GE or if they will need to reapply for GE status. 
· Based on Panel’s discussion, members made the following recommendations on GE to be discussed at next ASCC meeting: 
· Recommend that ASC leadership take more active role in GE revision and advocate for ASC’s continued ownership of GE, GE advisory panels, and GE assessment
· Recommend that ASCC and its panels continue to have discussions about GE to make sure concerns do not fall through the cracks 
· Clarify role of ASC within the new GE model before voting
· The Panel would also like for Steve Fink to visit the Assessment Panel to discuss ASC leadership and involvement 

