Composition Committee Minutes – October 21, 2004

Attendance:  Maria J. Cahill, chair, Luke Vassiliou, Herbert Shippey, and Jana Williams

Absent:  Sandra Giles

The first part of the meeting focused on the new student guide to the ABAC writing program.  The committee divvied up assignments.  Drafts are expected at the November meeting, with polished drafts due at the January meeting.  The goal is to have the handbook ready for the print by March/April (for fall distribution/purchase by students).

Assignments:  Program description – Maria

course descriptions – Maria

Faculty information – Jana

Printer -- Jana

Grades – Luke

Go To page – Luke

Plagiarism – Sandra

Webct/vista info – Luke

Attendance – Herbert

Compass/WPE info – Jeff (Coordinator for Learning Support)

Writing Center – Erin (Director of the Writing Center)

The second part of the meeting focused on portfolio assessment, the rubric, and outcomes.

First, we agreed that faculty will pick three portfolios per course for assessment (for this year, 1102).  One port will come from an A/B student; one from a C/D student, and one completely from the teacher’s preference.  

Second, we agreed to leave the rubric, as is, for this year’s 1102 assessment.  Although we recognize problems with it, enough changes have been made at this time.  We have hopes that the common Reflective will aid in answering some of our questions.  Once we see the results, we can better address these problems.

Third, we agreed that the changes made to course descriptions have been good; however, having one set of assumptions and outcomes does not make a seamless program.  Although there are assumptions and outcomes that are, most probably, shared, there are a number of differences.  It is important to distinguish these points and to set up three courses that do, indeed, flow one into another, but are, also, distinct courses.  Our goal is to complete this process, for fall of 2005, by March – in time to add to the ABAC student handbook.  During this process, we will request faculty input.

Fourth, we agreed that there is a problem with retention of material from 1101 to 1102.  We agreed that much of this may be a result of students NOT taking the two courses in sequence.  In fact, we suspect it is not, even, regularly and consistently advised that they do so.  We feel that this not only causes difficulties for students and teachers, but that it impacts Regents’ scores.  Clearly, because of 0099 and other issues, we recommend that all three courses be available to students each semester. However, we recommend that in the construction of our next calendar year, the majority of courses in the fall, be 1101 and the majority of courses in the spring, be 1102.  We would like it noted that the sciences require sequencing of courses, and there are other schools that have this practice.  It could be that students are required, in their first year, to take the sequence.  If a student begins in 0099, he/she takes 1101 upon exit, and so on.  We strongly feel that this will, directly, impact Regents’ scores.

Fifth, the committee discussed concerns regarding textbook adoption by new, temporary, and adjunct faculty.  Although a number of faculty are now using the new, required texts that the committee chose, there are a few who are not.  Originally, because of some miscommunication, some faculty did not become aware of the change until the last minute.  Some of these individuals were given an extension on the change, by the division, while some were not.  The chair stated that all would be required to do so, at the latest, by fall 2005.  

Finally, we checked our schedules and agreed to meet at 3pm, November 30th for our next committee meeting.  And it was agreed that Sandra would facilitate the next workshop, on revision, during the week of November 15-19.  Maria will finalize the date and time with her.

Meeting adjourned at 4:40.

Gratefully submitted,

Maria J. Cahill, Chair 

