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University Studies Advisory Committee 
October 21, 2009 

Minutes 
 
In Attendance:  Amanda Boomershine (FLL), Cara Cilano (ENG), Mark Cox (CRW), 
Deron Fort (AA/IBEC), Ken Gurganus (MAT), Woody Hall (CSB), Chris Orton (NSG), 
Anne Pemberton (RL), Jayson Richardson (EDN),Kim Sawrey (PSY), Alison Taylor 
(BIO), Linda Siefert (Assessment) 
 
Absent:  Cathy Barlow (AA), Kemille Moore (UC) 
 
 
Agenda Items 
 
Course Proposal Cover Form 

• Anne Pemberton and Amanda Boomershine are commended for their good work 
in continuing to develop online forms.  

• There was general agreement that on the course proposal cover form the 
component boxes for oral competency and computer competency would remain 
disabled for now.  Other assessment groups are reviewing these current 
graduation requirements; this committee will not develop University Studies 
Component Forms for these components at this time. 

• The committee did decide to activate the box for Capstone Courses.  
Furthermore  a University Studies Component Form will be developed for this 
component with a single Common Student Learning Outcome:  Students will 
integrate key facets of their education over the course of their university 
experience.  The Overall Description and Rationale for the component will be 
developed from Section V.C describing capstone courses in the   
recommendations from the committee approved by the Faculty Senate.  The 
format of the Capstone Component Form will be the same as for the other 
component forms. 
 

 
Model Syllabus Discussion 

The Course Proposal Cover Form indicates that a “model syllabus” must 
accompany the submission of each University Component Form. Considerable 
discussion about the meaning of the term “model syllabus” ensued based upon 



comparing two draft “model” syllabi.  Both syllabi contained the course catalog 
description and the course student learning outcomes.  One was an actual 
course syllabus given to students generally containing the elements of “best 
practice” syllabus construction recommended by the Center for Teaching 
Excellence.  The other partial syllabus was more an outline or abstract of only 
what is necessarily in the course syllabus for it to reflect that the course meets its 
intended University Study requirements. Reactions to the two syllabi forms were 
along several dimensions:  imprecision to precision/clarity; animated  to spiritless: 
academic freedom to academic freedom restricted.  In retrospect, the discussion 
was about two different meanings of “model”:  
1. An ideal or example to be imitated or compared  

or  
 2. A schematic description, in particular one that accounts for inferred properties 
(SLO accounting) and may be used for further study of its characteristics 
(assessment).  
The committee agreed in principle to attach the  words to the reference to “model 
syllabus” on the cover form: “(to include course catalog description and course 
specific student learning outcomes aligned to University Study Student Learning 
Outcomes).”  The exact wording for the cover form is to be perfected by Linda 
Seifert and Kim Sawrey. 

 
 
Minutes submitted by Ken Gurganus 
 
 


