GENERAL EDUCATION TASK FORCE

MINUTES

FEBRUARY 5, 2009
Present: Valerie Anderson, Hamid Bahri, Laura Beaton, Robert Clovey, Anamika Dasgupta, Ruel Desamero, Stephan Kishore, Vadim Moldovan, Ouida Murray, Veronica Shipp, Debra Swoboda, Xiaodan Zhang
Reforming the General Education Curriculum
Task Force co-chairs Debra Swoboda and Vadim Moldovan presented a summery of the key findings, recommendations, and general education needs identified by the FIGs in their December reports. Co-chairs suggested that the reports contained a set of imperatives that should frame the creation of a new general education. The co-chairs then presented a proposal outlining new general education and graduation requirements – a curriculum they had devised for further consideration - based on these imperatives. They emphasized that the proposed model was a way to begin discussing and building a new general education curriculum and that a large number of issues associated with implementation would need to be addressed.
Task Force members discussed concerns and problems associated with the proposed curriculum, and a lively and intense discussion ensued about whether or not to proceed with the proposed model. Concerns identified included, but were not limited to: lack of arts and humanities, staffing of interdisciplinary courses, possible demise of certain majors, lack of collegiality in reform efforts, privileging some disciplines over others, impact of a smaller general education curriculum, and transfer articulation issues. Members also discussed ways that the proposed model resolved some of these concerns and provided solutions to limitations in the current silo model, as identified in the FIG reports. Members pointed out that certain departmental constituencies were absent in FIG conversations and argued for the importance of collegiality in reform conversation. Co-chairs stated that the reform process was faculty-driven and that the proposed model was a product of intense discussion and work by co-chairs that had occurred during the winter break.
Task Force members discussed the next steps. The co-chairs urged members to proceed by constructing the new course curriculum in the proposed model via new FIGs that would include reconfigured FIG members and new recruits. This form of curriculum development, they argued, would engender wide, concrete discussion about pedagogy, feasibility, and resource issues in the proposed curriculum at the course level, and give general education reform a place to start. Co-chairs distributed 1) a list of course-building components that would need to be addressed for guiding this work and 2) a list of proposed reconfigured FIGs. Some Task Force members stated that the proposed model and way of proceeding were good ones. Other members suggested that consideration of alternative general education models to the one being proposed before proceeding with curriculum development, would be more workable and might resolve some of the concerns being raised. Members also discussed the importance of including student voices in further discussion, and Stephen Kishore indicated that  number of students were willing to participate in general education reform discussions. Members discussed these options and suggestions.

All members agreed that more discussion of the proposed model was needed, and a subset of members agreed to meet to identify alternative models for inclusion in future discussion. Task Force Co-Chairs asked members to review the information distributed and to keep in mind the set of FIG and Task Force-generated imperatives shaping the development of any further general education curriculum. These imperatives were summarized as:
▪
increasing reading, writing, and critical thinking across the curriculum

▪
promoting interdisciplinary (v silo) focus

▪
building institutional literacy (student affiliation with York and sense of community)

▪
reducing large number of credits (especially for professional program students)

▪
infusing signature pedagogies that increase active learning

▪
advancing other literacies (quantitative literacy, information literacy, communication skills)

▪
linking 6 general education principles

▪
creating breadth and depth in the major

▪
ensuring arts and humanities are not decreased
▪
resolving resource issues (staffing, training, etc)

▪
ensuring campus buy-in (collegiality, student involvement, etc)
Task Force members agreed to continue discussion on the gened listserv and to reconvene on Thursday, March 5, 12 noon to continue discussion.
The meeting was adjourned at 1:55pm. 
