Minutes: High Impact, First Contact Committee

May 9, 2000

Present: Brenda Amenson-Hill, Shannon Byrne, Ann Deprey, Scott Furlong, John Gerow, Cheryl Grosso, Leanne Hansen, Mimi Kubsch, Chuck Matter, Sarah Meredith, Marlene Regan, Laura 

Sear, Linda Toonen, and Georjeanna Wilson-Doenges, Nicole Suchomel

Absent: Aeron Haynie, Joanelle Jackson 

1.
Chairperson Scott Furlong called the meeting to order at approximately 9:35p.m.

2.
The committee reviewed the goal statements that were developed at the May 5 meeting, 
with discussion about the wording of the category, which included the following goal


statements or phrases:

Many statements were discussed such as learning to learn, learning to help self, developing the basics, knowing yourself in the context of the outside world, outward education, self-sufficiency, becoming a member and engaged citizen/student of the University and global community, life-long learning, intellectual stimulation, life-planning, and engaging the world.

Engaging the World was tentatively chosen as a catch phrase for this goal area.

3.
More discussion ensued around the next goal area, which included the following goal 

statements or phrases:

Ideas discussed for a catch phrase or label for this area included: thinking critically, reflective learning, self-evaluation, academic self-improvement, learning, maturity of thinking, engaging

the issues in the world, making more mature decisions, self-growth through critical thinking, learning to develop critical and analytical thinking skills.

4.
The next goal area discussed included the following elements:

Learning styles discussion:

A great deal of discussion occurred regarding two perspectives related to learning styles:

a.  understanding differences in student-learning styles from a faculty-student perspective and

b.  teaching students to recognize their personal preferred learning style and the learning styles of   

    others, developing their less-preferred learning style.

5. Some discussion followed about using various assessment tools, inventories, etc. to aid in 

    helping students learn more about their learning style.   Most members were not in favor of   

    using formal assessment instruments.

   One member stated that formal assessment tools may be helpful in identifying students at 

    risk.  

Other thoughts that followed this discussion:

·The difference between a freshmen and a high school senior is three months.

·There is a difference between the outcomes of a college education, and the outcomes of a first- 

    year class…  we need to be realistic.

·It is important to get students started, to begin to prepare them for the outcomes they will 

   eventually realize by the end of their college career (in relation to the point made above).

·Students come to us their freshmen year, ready and willing to change and adapt to college.

6.   The learning styles phrase was discussed at length as being two-fold:


-discussion about learning styles; exploring different styles


-faculty need to recognize different learning styles in their students.  Does an "engaging


 instructor" account for this attribute or quality?

Some reservations were expressed about the comfort level of faculty in teaching this topic.

The question was raised as to whether this topic could be addressed, by a two-person team if the class were team-taught by a faculty and academic staff member and that outside resources, i.e. presenters, etc could be used.

In addition, the idea of using upper-class students as "student collaborators" was discussed.  

The question of learning styles was raised again-- does it fit where it is?  The suggestion was made to add it to the "self-growth" list and to keep it in the process-oriented goal list as well.

7.
The title of "Engaging the World" was discussed again with additional ideas being 

offered: 


·Foundations for college


·Self-growth and critical thinking


·Engaging of learning setting


·Sketching a path

8.
Scott Furlong, the co-chair raised the question: Is the class a "programmatic" versus University effort.  By programmatic, it is meant to be departmental or by academic area.    The chair and many members of the committee concurred that it should be a University effort.

Additional questions:

How will it fit in the General Education requirements?

Mimi Kubsch stated that it is important to her that it not miss transfer students.

What type of courses would it be taught in?

At the next meeting, the committee will work in small groups on the goal statement areas.  

The next meeting is scheduled for:

Tuesday, May 16, 1:00-3:00 p.m., Alumni B, University Union.

·Life-long learning


·Education across areas


·Expanding horizons


·Diversity issues


·Global citizens


·Community outreach





·Critical thinking


·Intellectual stimulation


·Values/effects


·Reflective learning











·Engaging teachers


·Mentors


·Collaboration


·Small groups


·Learning styles


·Socialization











