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WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

FACULTY SENATE 

 AGENDA 

  

MEETING 
NOTICE 

Monday, November 10, 
2003 

    
  Room 107 CH, 3:30 p.m.  

ORDER OF BUSINESS:  

I. Call of the Meeting to Order 
  

II. Informal Statements and Proposals 
    

III. Approval of the Minutes -- Monday, October 13, 2003 -
-  http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/M10-13-03.htm 

                                                  
IV. President’s Report   
    
V. Committee Reports 

  A.  Academic Affairs -- report on Differential Tuition --  Jeffrey Quirin, 
committee member 

    
VI. Old Business 
    
VII. New Business 

  A.  Update from the AdHoc General Education Committee -- Jacqueline 
Snyder, Chair 

    

  B.  Shocker One Stop -- Jim Rogers,  Assoc. Director, University 
Computing 

    
VIII. As May Arise 

http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/M10-13-03.htm


  
*** the information requested by the Senate regarding the 1997 North Central 
Association concerns regarding the General Education Program is available 
at:   http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/NCA%20Gen.Educ%20notes.htm 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

Office   Campus 
Phone 

Campus 
Box 

Elizabeth Behrman, President elizabeth.behrman@wichita.edu  5224 Box 32 
Peer Moore-Jansen, Vice President pmojan@wichita.edu. 7059 Box 52 
Scott Goldy, Secretary  scott.goldy@wichita.edu  5210 Box 68 
Will Klunder, President Elect  will.klunder@wichita.edu 7747 Box 45 
Kirk Lancaster, Past President lancaster@math.edu  3982 Box 33 
 
Elected by the Senate     

     Sue Enns sue.enns@wichita.edu  5682 Box 43 
     Silvia Herzog silvia.herzog@wichita.edu  6268 Box 53 
 
Appointed by the Faculty Senate President 

  

     Brigitte Roussel brigitte.roussel@wichita.edu 6658 Box 11 
        
Office of Faculty Senate bobbi.dreiling@wichita.edu 

3504 Box 111 
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The complete North Central Report is available in the Office of the Faculty Senate. The 
following excerpts from the report deal with General Education program. Information from the 
1987 visit is available at the end of the 1997 report. 

CONCERNS EXPRESSED BY THE NORTH CENTRAL ASSOCIATION during the visit of April, 
1997 regarding the General Education Program 

"In the 1987 comprehensive evaluation, the NCA team identified ten major concerns. In reviewing 
these concerns, the 1997 team found that many of the concerns have been addressed and progress had 
been made in several other areas. However, three of the original issues remain as concerns. In 
summary, the current status of the ten programmatic areas can be stated as follows: 1) General 
education is more reflective of institutional politics than of student needs - The program is more 
restrictive and focused, but stiU lacks goals, sequencing patterns, and measurable outcomes assessment. 

ACCREDITATION EVALUATIVE CRITERIA 
The NCA team assumed the responsibility to review the institution as a whole. To accomplish 

this goal, the team applied the five criteria, as appropriate to each aspect of the institution. The 
recommendations in the final section of this report build upon all institutional components, their 
interrelationships, and the degree to which these segments contribute to the overall effectiveness of the 
ins ti tuti on. . ..... . 

CRITERION THREE: The institution is accomplishing its educational and other purposes. 

General Education Program : Wichita State has taken important steps to respond to concerns 
expressed in 1987, installing a new general education requirement structure in 1994. Oversight of the 
general education program is delegated to a faculty committee, appointed by the Faculty Senate, which 
is to review the new program in 1997. The 1987 cafeteria of almost 300 courses has been reduced to 
about 50, and the offerings have been focused in the College of Liberal Arts & Sciences with required 
offerings in Fine Arts. 

Many colleges require students to take specific courses in the second two tiers (introduction to 
discipline and further studies). Often these requirements seem directly related to majors, and might be 
required in any case. This practice may vitiate both the "breadth" and the "depth" intentions articulated 
for these second two tiers. However, concerns regarding general education as Wichita go deeper than 
this . 

The program still operates on a cafeteria model, albeit restricted from that offered in 1987. The 
bulk of the program (21 credits in introduction to the disciplines and up to six credits of further study) is 
composed mostly of courses in the majors. General education is necessarily secondary to such a 
context. The specific objectives of the second and third tiers are unclear, as is the profile of "the 
generally educated student." The program as a whole lacks sequential and developmental goals 
articulated student outcomes, and although the tools designed for this year's program review (e.g., 
portfolio, focus groups) appear appropriate, neither course design nor assessment can proceed 
effectively without such cumulative goals . 

In addition, there is no administrative oversight of the program and no group of faculty with 
basic allegiance to general education; members of the office of the Vice President for Academic Affairs 
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were only generically informed about the program. No program is likely to prosper as the institution 
without senior administrative support. Because of the centrality of general education to the institutional 
mission, to students' curricula, and to Criterion3, senior administrative support and oversight should be 
provided. 

INSTITUTIONAL STRENGTHS AND CONCERNS: 

CONCERNS: ..... 
4. In the general education program, there is an absence of sequential and developmental goals 
articulated in terms of measurable outcomes that can be assessed. 

Information regarding the General Education program from the North Central Association report 
March, 1987 

The present General Education program is a result of a revision which eliminated professional 
programs from the courses available for student selection, changed the administrative structure, and 
made some effort at limiting the options available to students by grouping courses and limiting numbers 
of qualifying courses. The result, however, is more reflective of institutional politics than of student 
needs. 

At present, the area groupings allow the student to choose from among 40 different concentrations, 
each of which is free to designate eight qualifying courses. The possible combinations from 320 
potential courses (currently, approximately 200 are available) assure that there is no common 
educational experience for WSU graduates. It is also possible to avoid courses in literature, history, 
language, philosophy, and still fulfill the general education requirements. 

There is a core. of skill courses in math, writing and reading that is required of all students. However, 
since there is no indication that these courses or any others are prerequisite to advanced study, it appears 
that the program allows under-prepared students to participate with majors in a given field. Thus, the 
program lack cohesion, sequence, and any focus that might mark a WSU graduate. 

However, the program appears less responsive to student needs or educational priorities than to 
departmental concerns and maintaining faculty lines. Since faculty perceive the present distribution of 
courses as generating the number of credit hours needed for assuring the status quo, the program's 
effectiveness is compromised by the shift from student needs to faculty issues . 

http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/NCA %20Gen.Educ%20notes. htm 11/19/2003 



Wichita State University Faculty Senate Minutes of the meeting Monday, 
November 10, 2003 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Bakken, Behrman, Carroll, Celestin, Conlee, Decker, deSilva, Dooley, 
Dudte, Enns, Gill0Hopple, Glenmaye, Herzog, Hill, Huxman, Klunder, Lancaster, Lezotte, 
Loftus, Ma, Mau, Moore-Jansen, Myose, Rokosz, Ross, Roussel, Russell, Scherz, Teshome, 
Wine, Yeager 

 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Brooks, Chopra, Eichhorn, Hendry, Hershfield, Hiltner, Kear, 
McDonald, Ravigururajan, Riordan, Wimalesena, Withrow, wolf, 

 
MEMBERS EXCUSED:  Goldy, Hodson, Krishnan, Swan, Zhang 

 
EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS:  VPAA&R Kindrick 

 
Summary of Action: 

 
 

I. Call of the Meeting to Order:  President Behrman called the meeting to order at 3:30 
pm. 

 
II. Informal Statements & Proposals:   Sarah McAndrews, SGA Academic 

Chair, was introduced and spoke briefly about a Bookstore Advisory 
Committee. She also encouraged faculty to use Blackboard, the 
students like it. 

 
III. Approval of the minutes: The minutes of October 13, 2003, were 

accepted as presented. 
 

IV. President’s Report: 
President Behrman commented on the following: 
1. COCAO and the COFSP are drafting a statement in response to Wagle's 
amendment. (http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/COFSP- 
%20Wagle%20amendment%20draft%20response.htm) 
2. The Faculty Handbook committee is currently revising Chapters 1 & 2 of the 
handbook. These changes will be submitted to the Faculty Senate Executive 
Committee in the near future. 
3. The Faculty Senate Academic Affairs committee is investigating the issues of (a) 
the evaluation of administrators and (b) the marketability raises, and possible 
refinements of the policy and the administration of future marketability raises. 
4. A Spring Convocation consisting of a general faculty meeting and the 
presentation of faculty awards is being considered. Elizabeth King has offered the 
services of a member of her staff to help coordinate this event. 
5. At the last Faculty Senate Executive committee meeting, representatives of the 
General Education, Academic Affairs, Faculty Affairs and Library committees 
presented reports on the work of these committees. Some members of the Library 
faculty present at the invitation of President Behrman participated in a discussion 
about the library. 
6. President Behrman discussed the October 2003 Kansas Board of Regents meeting, 
which included a breakfast meeting between KBOR and COFSP. Issues of 

http://webs.wichita.edu/senate/COFSP-


importance included faculty morale, improving communication between faculty and 
KBOR and the structure of KBOR visits to university campuses. A survey on faculty 
morale for the regent’s system is being developed. 

V. Committee Reports: 
Jeff Quirin reported for the Academic Affairs committee on the issue of differential tuition. 

The Academic Affairs committee opposes differential tuition as presented but wishes to 
continue to study this issue. The committee expressed an awareness of the need for additional 
resources. Various members of the Faculty Senate contributed to a discussion on differential 
tuition. 
VI. Old Business: none 
VII. New Business: 

A. Jacqueline Snyder discussed the work of the Ad Hoc General Education 
committee, which has met twice. She discussed the poor impression which WSU's 
general education program left with the North Central accreditation committees in 
1987 and 1997 and the significant work which has gone into reforming general 
education over the last five years. The ad hoc general education committee is not 
planning to duplicate the work of the previous ad hoc general education committee or 
general education taskforces but to "tease out" necessary information so that 
proposals for the reform of general education can be developed and brought to the 
Faculty Senate. A discussion followed Professor Snyder's presentation. Some topics 
discussed included models for general education and a comparison of our general 
education program with that at other institutions. 
B. Jim Rodgers and Jennifer Fincham gave a presentation of SOS and SAS. The 
number of users of SAS dropped from 30 in FY03 to 2 in FY04. Suggestions for 
enhancing faculty use of SOS and SAS included additional training and improving 
communication between UCATS and the faculty. 

 
VIII. As May Arise: 

President Behrman thanked Kirk Lancaster for acting as Senate Secretary in the 
absence of Scott Goldy. 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m. 

 
 
Respectfully 
Submitted Kirk 
Lancaster 
Acting Secretary 
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