TO:

Douglas T. Brown, Chair, General Education Committee

FROM:

Phil Riley and Bill Voige

SUBJECT:
College of Letters and Sciences Concerns

DATE:
October 25, 1994

As the elected representatives from the College of Letters and Sciences we have been asked by our colleagues to convey the following concerns. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss these with the steering committee.

1)
When will the GENED Committee respond to Carter Lyons' letter

of July 27 and accompanying 4 pages of materials?

2) When will the GENED Committee respond to the request of the Department of Mathematics and the six members of the Department of Chemistry who have asked for written, substantive responses to Professor Lippke's GENED BB posting #62?

3) When will the GENED Committee respond to the Recommendations of the Department of Philosophy and Religion dated September 20?

4) When and how will the GENED Committee respond to the queries, suggestions, and requests made by Letters and Sciences faculty at the September 23 Open Forum? Should College of Letters and Science faculty continue to attend future forums if their comments are not part of the official record and are not an integral part of the immediate discussion of the GENED Committee? What is the purpose of the forums?

5) Several faculty members in the College have expressed concerns that: a) GENED will be funding course proposals without identifying the architecture and credit‑hour distribution of the new GENERAL EDUCATION program; b) why are only "innovative" proposals being funded while traditional, intellectually rigorous proposals are not being funded; c) how can principal investigators for these grants be, at the same time, sitting members of the GENED Committee?

6) We believe that the mechanism for funding of GENED Course proposals should clearly indicate that these courses are being funded for their intrinsic, academic value, and not because they fit some pre‑conceived curriculum known only to GENED members. If this is not transparently clear to all the faculty, the integrity of GENED's entire work is put in jeopardy. The attached Faculty Assistance document of April 1994 may be of interest here: it expresses our concerns about peer selection committees and guidelines for awarding University grants.

7) Several faculty members in the College have questioned how long we can come to closure on substantive issues without voting "yea" or “nay.”  Specifically, they have requested that as we make recommendations to the Faculty Senate we do so only after a vote.

