EPC Minutes 10-17-08   

Present: C. J. Koepp, Leslie Miller-Bernal, Ted Lossowski, Ernie Olson, Sandy Shilepsky, Raquele Laury, and Cindy Speaker.
Discussion begins at 9:35 A.M.

STUDENT REPRESENTATION ON EPC
The first issue for discussion was student representation on EPC. Apparently, Collegiate has communicated to the Dean’s Office that they want a student representative, yet to be named or at least to appear at the EPC meeting, who could ideally serve on EPC for more than one year. The current student representative at the meeting, Racquele Laury, though a senior, affirmed the importance of student voice on EPC and expressed her willingness to serve, for the time being, on the committee. 
Committee members also affirmed the desirability of having a student or students attend EPC, particularly for meetings where student input is vital and where students would have an interest in having their voice heard. At the same time, it was voiced that EPC needs to consider Collegiate’s needs, interests, and responsibilities and to keep in mind that any student representative to EPC would necessarily serve as a bridge of communication with the student body.  
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFERENCE

Dean Miller-Bernal provided information about an AACU Conference on general education requirements, assessment and learning to be held Feb. 26-28 in Baltimore, Maryland; the Dean stated that it would be good if one or more EPC members could attend this conference.

OUR BIG THEME: GEN. ED. REQUIREMENTS & HOW DO WE JUSTIFY THEM?
We began our discussion with some feedback from the natural sciences in regard to the natural sciences requirement and the formal reasoning requirement. 
Challenge: Can we think beyond the current requirement? What do we (science faculty, all faculty) want to accomplish with the science requirement? What is our vision?

Goal: EPC members need to look at their respective divisions and find CURRENT reasons for the Gen. Ed. Req. for that division.

Questions about Basic Definitions:

What is science?  What is lab science? How do we separate natural sciences, social sciences, and mathematical sciences? Are there unique ways these different sciences “go about their work” that need to be articulated? 

What about the needs of students who switch majors? How does this affect our consideration of Gen. Ed. Req. for majors and non-majors?
Getting back to our question: How are our current Gen. Ed. Req. justified? 

1. What are the multiple learning objectives (within the major and for the Gen. Ed. Req.)?

2. How does the Gen. Ed. Req. tie to the Middle States’ recommendations?

3. What is the ultimate goal: education centered on   “scientific method” (or research methodology) AND/OR content?

4. Any part of the Gen. Ed. Req. might expose students to methods and content (disciplines) they might not otherwise take = is this a major justification?
5. Exposure might include lab experience, interdisciplinary approaches, “theme” courses taught by more than one faculty member = would this better justify our Gen. Ed. Req.?

6. Would there be better justification for our Gen. Ed. Req. if we had more courses designated for non-majors?

SUMMING THINGS UP AND THINKING OF HOMEWORK:

We need to connect our discussion back to the Wells mission statement = sustainability, intercultural education, history of women, among other things. 

What are our goals for these areas?

In reflecting on the mission statement…

What does it mean to be an educated person?

….. in the 21st century?

 ….with a liberal arts degree from Wells College?
Dean Speaker handed out an article “Only Connect…: The Goals of a Lib. Education” as an aid in our homework.
Meeting ended at 10:30

.  

Respectfully submitted,

Ernie Olson

