Upper Division Writing Requirement and the UDWR Assessment Committee
What is the role of the General Education Committee (GEC) in this process?  During semester conversion, when English moved from 2 required courses in composition to one 4-cr. offering (ENGL 191), it was with the understanding that an upper division requirement be established.  This was approved as part of the semester conversion in 1996-97.  The Progress Report on Assessment of the Upper Division Writing Requirement (May 2005) details where SCSU is at present with this requirement.  The most recent action of the GEC pertains to the request for institutionalization of a faculty committee to establish a set of criteria by which to review each department’s UDWR standards and to collect and analyze the data for university wide assessment purposes (see p. 5, items #2 and #4 in Progress Report). The GEC will continue with representation on the UDWR Assessment Committee, but we see implementation of this process as more connected with university assessment efforts. Since assessment is a faculty-owned process, we encourage continuation of and active consultation with this established university committee.  Neal Voelz has already contacted members of the past committee to check on their willingness to be reappointed this year, and Senate is moving on the approval of these individuals.

How was the UDWR Assessment Committee formed?  On 10/20/04 the Faculty Senate passed the GEC minutes of 10/6/04 “that a body be appointed to establish a general set of criteria by which to review each department’s Upper Division Writing standards and assessment reports in order to collect and analyze data for university-wide assessment purposes.  That body would be composed of one representative from each College Assessment Committee, the University Director of Assessment, and a representative of the General Education Committee.”  GEC had been asked about term limits, and we felt it would be best to have a one-year term limit since membership on the college assessment committees may be variable.  It was our understanding that this would be a committee to which individuals would be appointed each year—not just on an ad hoc basis.

The Faculty Senate minutes of 1/25/05 reflects the following motion to add two more members to the UDWR Assessment Committee.  

 

Motion to add two (2) representatives with expertise in composition and/or rhetoric to the Upper Division Writing Requirement Assessment Committee.  Expertise in composition and rhetoric is defined as meeting one of the following criteria:

a)    Holds a terminal degree in composition and/or rhetoric 

b)    Has experience administering a writing program

c)     Has a minimum of five years’ experience teaching upper division writing courses in any discipline

 

What still needs to be done?  On 1/30/06 the Director of Assessment (Neal Voelz), UCC Chair (Terri Sheehan), and GEC Chair (Judy Litterst) met with Mitch Rubinstein (Academic Affairs) to discuss what is needed to get this requirement in place, especially in terms of curriculum process.  [Note: These are my notes from that meeting.]
· We need to define a UDWR for each program and discover if those separate programs have different criteria (e.g., all majors in CMST, including BES, must have a UDWR and means for assessing it).  The UDWR Assessment Committee has started this task and will continue to get input from departments.

· Curriculum forms should have an indication of whether or not new courses meet a UDWR designation.  (Any new course should have criteria approved by the UDWR Assessment Committee.)

· The UDWR Assessment Committee has begun the process of approving criteria submitted by departments.  They will continue this task.

· Catalog information needs to be developed and checked for accuracy. (This is not the job of the UDWR Assessment Committee).

· We need a process for distinguishing completion of a course designated for UDWR from completion of the UDWR itself.  (e.g., Is it possible that a student may pass the course CMST 315, but not meet the criteria for proficiency in upper division writing?)  There needs to be a reporting mechanism to aid the degree audit for graduation. (This is also not the job of the UDWR Assessment Committee).
· A mechanism for the actual assessment needs to be developed.  We believe that departments should ultimately be doing the assessment along the lines of submitted and accepted criteria for UDWR.  It seems reasonable that the Director of Assessment can get these reports from departments along with other assessment reports and forward them to the UDWR Assessment Committee who will summarize and submit a progress report on UDWR efforts.  The UDWR Assessment Committee should be viewed as a subset of the university Assessment Committee.

· In essence, if the task deals with assessment, it should be handled by departments and by the UDWR Assessment Committee.  If it deals with process, it should be handled by a different body (e.g., UCC, Academic Affairs, Registration/Records degree audits, etc.).

Note: The SCSU 2004-06 Undergraduate Bulletin states on p. 52 that: “Each student must complete one course designated as writing intensive within the major at the 300/400 level.  See individual departments for a list of courses approved in each major.  Applies only to new students entering in or after Fall Semester 2005.”

Submitted by Judy Litterst, Chair, General Education Committee, 2/6/2006.
