Minutes of the GWAR Meeting

October 2, 2009

Meeting Number 2

USU 311 

1:30 PM

In attendance: Rebekha Abbuhl in lieu of Sharlene Sayegh (Linguistics), Colleen Dunagan (Dance), Susan Platt (Testing and Evaluation Services, Linda Sarbo (GWAR Coordinator), Bron Pellissier (Advising Council), Rick Tuveson (Health and Human Services), Todd Fox (WRL), Karin Griffin (University Library), and Mark Wiley (Academic Affairs), James A. Ahumada (Chief of Staff, ASI), and Gary Griswold (CLA)

1. Call to Order

2. Approval of Agenda: MSP

3. Approval of May 15th 2009

a. Amendments:

i. Item 7a – change 201B to 301B. MSP

4. Approval of Minutes of September 18 2009

a. Amendments:

i. Editorial changes to names of members

ii. Editorial changes to #5 Task Force – levels, not courses. MSP

5. GWAR Coordinator’s Report: Linda Sarbo

a. Academic Appeals Committee has voted to give blanket approval to GE certification to students returning to complete degrees.  However, the recertification of majors is determined by individual departments, and there is wide variation in the requirements enforced at this level.  So, depending on a student’s major she/he may or may not be able to simply recertify previous coursework.  This uncertainty creates problems for those students who have met all requirements but the GWAR and are now returning and attempting to obtain their degrees.

i. Comment by Rick – The current policy allows departments this authority, thus trying to make this equitable across departments would require a policy change.

b. We have no new GWAR course instructors this semester.  Linda has been offering instructor workshops, but since there are no new instructors and the current ones have not expressed an interest in a workshop, she is considering not requiring a workshop.  

i. Gary suggested meeting one-on-one for anyone that seemed to need it based on performance last year.

ii. Bron suggests offering a workshop again later in the semester.

iii. Mark suggests that she could offer a working session – bring writing along from students you are having trouble with.

iv. Susan thinks the workshop/training is beneficial for demonstrating to the campus the legitimacy of the scoring process.

v. As a whole, the committee would like Linda to continue the workshops and try to arrange something for this semester.

c. Update on waive petition from last week.

i. The committee had asked Linda to contact Electrical Engineering about recertification.  She will be contacting them shortly; in the meantime, she has contacted the student and has an appointment to meet with her on Monday.

d. Lynn Mahoney met with us last year and spoke with us about the 700 super seniors currently actively enrolled at CSULB.  She asked Linda to look at those students who are lingering because they still need to meet the GWAR.  She has asked Linda for some suggestions about how we might solve the problem.  Linda estimates that of those 700 there are about 300 that haven’t satisfied the GWAR.

i. Linda has just met with one of these students.  He is middle-aged and has taken all of the courses in Criminal Justice.  He was recently laid off.  He has taken WPE 6 times and received 9s all six times and is asking for permission to take the test again.  He has taken the WPE prep course (Spring 2009).  He brought in his April WPE test.  Linda read it and found it to be well organized, thoughtful, rhetorically sound and responsive to the prompt, but he had persistent ESL markers in his writing.  He said that his WPE 20 instructor and the advisor’s have told him there are no serious problems with his writing and that they thought he could pass.  She explained to him what the problem was that was causing him not to pass.  

ii. Linda refused his request to retake the test and told him that he had to take a class, but he said he couldn’t afford the fee.

iii. She is asking the committee for advice on how to proceed.

iv. Discussion about his errors and whether or not he could pass with computer assistance or extended time.  The student did not think these options would help.  Nathan raised the discussion of what the requirement is for granting the waiver.  Rebekha raised the idea that the WPE/GWAR shouldn’t be about grammar (writers will always have problems with grammar if they learn English after a certain age).  Rebekha mentioned that the English Writing Proficiency course is only $10 this semester and suggested he take that course.  Mark suggested telling him to take the course and then retake the WPE, and then if he still doesn’t pass we can consider a waiver (due to good faith effort).

v. Susan brought up the possibility of revising the WPE rubric in the WPE committee so that it does not so heavily weight grammar in relationship to organization and rhetoric, and then bringing new model to GWAR committee for discussion.  Committee seems open to considering new model.  

vi. Gary asked that we bring the rubric in to look at it in this committee.

vii. Nathan routinely sees international students pass the GRE writing exam with a 4 but then fail to pass the WPE.  

viii. Gary suggested that he visit the WRL, which is open to past students as time permits.

e. We will be offering a section of 301B for non-matriculated students.  Jan Harris will be teaching the course, which will probably start mid-October, run for 12 consecutive weeks, and will meet on Saturdays.

f. English Writing Proficiency – tutors are not getting paid but are volunteers – students from Linguistics 460.  Rebekha has paired students up with tutors and she is tutoring a couple of them.

g. Todd wants to know if it is possible to have students attempt the WPE via online/computer composition.  Susan said the testing center tried this last year (for students for which this option seemed suitable, chosen in conjunction with DSS), and it was successful.  She noted that ideally the test center would like to have it be done online all of the time; however, such a format would require a facility designated and/or set up appropriately.  

i. Gary requested that Susan bring information on that pilot project.

6. Discussion of semester’s priorities for the committee:

a. Examining WPE rubric – next meeting

b. Investigation of computer-assisted WPE administrations and/or alternate formats

c. Looking for alternate assessments for meeting GWAR

i. Investigating the College Learning Assessment as a model/possibility

d. Committee could speak with the Academic Writing Assessment Task Force in order to give input regarding the thinking and topics that have already been discussed here and to help Task Force understand where the committee was going with the policy revisions that we made.  Gary will speak to the Task Force about whether or not this is something they want to do.

e. An Academic Senate Policy that dates back to 1970 requires International graduate students to take a placement test when they arrive (currently EESL written by Kent Richmond, created 20 years ago) and based on score placed in either ALI 145 or 150 classes.  Once they take the class they have met the entirety of the requirement.  Nathan wants to discuss the policy.  Graduate Advisors are supposed to be able to request a waiver for students.  

i. Gary is not sure that this matter falls under our jurisdiction, but we can make a recommendation.

f. Impact of budget cuts

i. Invite someone to come and give us an abbreviated version of the presentation on budget impacts on infrastructure, so that we can better think through how these cuts might affect the GWAR.  David Dowell would be the appropriate person most likely.

ii. Changes being considered by GEGC: considering moving GE capstone courses into the majors so that they will have major content as well as GE requirements/content.  GE program being patterned after the national LEAP model (Liberal Education in America’s Promise) – objectifying learning objectives for GE courses (written and oral communication being one) – GEGC is trying to incorporate these learning objectives into the GE courses.  Linda thinks this may be a way to extend writing instruction into capstones in place of creating more GWAR courses.  Making this an objective means that they will need to define assessment tools as well.  

7. Discussion of proposed new GWAR advising process: Gary and Linda

a. They want to suggest some changes in the process.

b. Have been meeting with Mahoney about how we can better tell students what to do  - “seamless GWAR advising”.

c. See handout but here’s the gist:

i. Phase out WPE 10 and 20 courses and phase in more students taking 301A before taking a GWAR course (to get them more instruction and to eliminate the repetition in testing).

d. Discussion

i. Nathan – how to enforce the 301A route?

1. Todd – if we can guarantee enrollment in 301B from 301A that might encourage them.  Nathan said he has done this but it didn’t work.

2. Clarification for new members about difference between 301A and 301B: B is a GWAR course and A is not.  

3. Mark is concerned that we can’t tell them it isn’t possible to take the WPE a second time after advising when it isn’t true.  So the key is to be clear in representing it as advising and not policy.

ii. Susan brought up the fact that there are alternate assessments that are not included on the chart and perhaps should be. 

iii. Is there a way to put teeth in the advising requirement?  Currently students are required to get advising at the LAC after the second attempt.  Current policy does not allow for a hold.

iv. If this advising tool were to go into effect, the committee could ask WPE Development Committee to look at how to make the WPE more diagnostic.

v. Mark - since we don’t know what the actual policy will be, does it make sense to discuss this item too much if the policy will be changed.

vi. Susan – we don’t need policy to encourage students to seek advising.

8. New extended time procedures for taking the WPE: Susan

a. Trying to streamline procedures so it is easier to students to get into this option

b. Two kinds currently:

i. Students with disabilities – 3 hours and computer with dictionary etc

1. Requires paperwork from DSS

2. Tested at same times/day as regular WPE

3. Usually have 15 to 20 students

ii. Not disabled – 2 hours 

1. Provide transcripts – C or better on GE courses

2. List all writing instruction

3. Been going on for a long time

4. Criteria – non-native English speakers or other valid reasons

5. List of WPE attempts 

6. WPE advisor form

7. Reviewed by GWAR coordinator and WPE Advisor

8. 60 students every test cycle

iii. New form for non-disabled – 2 hours

1. Streamlining form

2. Need to provide a valid reason – geared to non-native English speakers

3. Want to not require them to have failed the WPE

9. Other

a. Rebekha will email sample rubrics to us all.

b. Announcement from Gary – Nathan Jensen has been approved as full voting member of GWAR committee.

1. Meeting adjourned at 2:40 PM

Respectfully submitted, 

Colleen Dunagan

