November 12, 2007
To:
Anne Galbraith, Chair


General Education Committee

From:
Carmen Wilson, Chair


Faculty Senate

As indicated in the initial charge letter to the General Education Committee (GEC), the Senate Executive Committee (SEC) conducted a survey of faculty and staff perceptions of the current university core program and GEC approved revisions.  The results of that survey are attached.  
As you are aware, while a majority of all respondents support the current program, results differed by college.  Respondents in the College of Science and Health generally do not support the current program; respondents in the Colleges of Liberal Studies and Business administration generally do support the current program.  Also, a minority of respondents support the GEC approved revisions as well as continued investigation of a Core III component.  These results reflect global views and do not indicate any reasons behind the ratings.  During the faculty senate listening session on November 8, 2007, a small group of faculty discussed the results.  The general consensus among this group was that the any revisions to the university core program be based on analyses of assessment data and discussion among the faculty and be gradual.  Several faculty believed that while the faculty and staff generally did not support the GEC approved revisions as a whole, that some of the revisions may, in fact, have support.  
The general perception is that many faculty and staff are ready for some resolution to the long standing debate about revisions to the university core program.  To that end, the SEC is requesting that the GEC present the GEC approved revisions to the university core program at the faculty senate meeting of February 16, 2008.  We encourage the GEC to review the approved revisions to date.  The GEC certainly can present the revisions as a package, if the members so choose, however that is not a requirement.  The committee may choose to present revisions individually.  The SEC is simply requesting that the GEC present whatever revisions it has approved at the February 16 meeting, recognizing that further work will likely be necessary.  
We also are aware that given a more systematic and comprehensive assessment program, that the university core program is unlikely to remain static.  We hope, in fact, that results of the assessment will be used to continuously improve the program.  

Thanks to you and your committee for engaging in this challenging task.  Clearly, achieving 100% agreement with a program serving all students in all majors is unlikely.  Hopefully, however, faculty and staff can compromise such that everyone can find components they value and others that may not be ideal, but are satisfactory.  If you have any questions, or if I or the SEC can assist you or the GEC in any way, please do not hesitate to contact us.
