University Writing Committee
Meeting Minutes

31 March 2010
Attending:  Rick Van Dyke, Brenda Corman, Gayatri Devi, Cathi Gatewood, Lisette  Schillig, Julie Story, Joby Topper

I. Old Business

A.  Approval of Minutes from February 

Jackie motioned to approve the minutes; Gayatri seconded.  All approved. 
B. Subcommittee Reports

a. TLC Brown Bag (Story, Schillig, Devi)

The brown bag presentation on WE assessment results and the WE handbook is scheduled for April 13th, 12:30-2 p.m.  The committee also discussed the possibility of holding a fall University Days presentation focused on strategies for teaching WE courses.  Discussion of plans to continue at April meeting.

b. WE Guidebook (Devi, Guthrie, Corman)

Gayatri put together a formal assignments chapter which she will send to the committee.  Brenda agreed to construct a bibliography for the guidebook.  Julie suggested that future brown bags could focus on specific areas covered in the guidebook.  
c. Assessment (Van Dyke, Whitling)

Rick and Jackie have the assessment data from Fall 2009 and are in the process of entering the data in the spreadsheet.  Results should be ready to present at April meeting.  The next collection of assessment data will be in Spring 2011.
II. New Business

A.  Simplified Excel Assessment Reporting Template
Per Rick, plans continue to have a simplified assessment reporting template available.  The electronic template would, ideally, be in an easily accessible, centralized location for use by faculty who could then enter data and send it to the appropriate subcommittee.  Per Rick, the problem will be how to aggregate the data once collected.  Discussion ensued about possible template designs.  
B. Review of Assessment Results 2007-2009
Discussion ensued about the results of the 2007-2009 assessment and what they indicate, including possible reasons for the disparity in scores (e.g. unusually high in 2007, with 64 students tested and no rubric training provided to faculty; unusually low in 2008 with 227 students tested and rubric training provided).  Per Rick, low scores in 2008 could be explained in part by overrepresentation in the sciences. Additionally, anomalies in 2009 results could be due to those students majoring in natural sciences who are coming in with large number of transfer credits that may or may not be WE equivalent.  Additionally, results may reflect the fact that Honors and Humanities students tend to take more WE courses than students of other majors.  
Discussion ensued about possible actions that could be taken in light of results.  Gayatri suggested the committee sponsor brown bag workshops that focus on ways in which writing mechanics could be built into courses and course assignments.  Rick suggested finding out from faculty the extent to which mechanics is being graded (but not necessarily taught).  Cathi recommended a greater emphasis on faculty partnering with the Writing Center.  Discussion also ensued about paying greater attention to 200-level courses as WE, though concern was expressed about these courses having large numbers of students.  Discussion was also given to building in WE at exploratory or foundational courses like the First Year Seminar.  

C. Report on Status of UCC Gen Ed Subcommittee Realignment 
Per Rick, the OAC is trying to move general education assessment data over to the UCC Gen Ed Subcommittee to review.  The motion for this move was passed by the UCC.  The Gen Ed Subcommittee will discuss how to make this move happen at the April 1st meeting.  
D. Future of the Committee 
Discussion of this was tabled to the April meeting.

Respectfully submitted, 

Lisette Schillig
