AGENDA

Middle States Steering Committee

Wednesday, Feb 25, 2004  3-pm    Fulton 259

Review of email poll results on comprehensive vs. comprehensive with selected emphasis.  (3-3:20pm)

Selection of working group categories and initial assignment of standards  (3:20-4pm)

Writing charge questions for working groups; handouts of sample questions, principles in creating charge questions, and practice  (4-4:40pm)

Assignment of first draft charging questions (4:40pm-5pm)

We need a volunteer for recorder today (rotation through the committee members)

Results of poll, comprehensive vs. comprehensive with special emphasis (es)

Is the issue pressing enough that we will be disappointed or feel that we didn’t get the worth out of the self-study that we deserve when it is all over?

DIVERSITY—9 yes, 6 no, 1 abstain

RESOURCE ALLOCATION & INSTITUTIONAL RENEWAL—7 yes, 7 no, 1 abstain

Is the issue we are considering for the special emphasis being “covered” in another arena on campus, (a “no” vote to this question means the self-study is the best way at the moment to bring the best minds on campus together around this issue)? 

DIVERSITY—11 yes, 3 no, 1 abstain

RESOURCE ALLOCATION AND INSTITUTIONAL RENEWAL—9 yes, 5 no, 1 abstain

Is the issue so pressing that and so all encompassing that it would make an excellent candidate for a selected topics self-study, but we don’t feel that we can “neglect” the rest of the institution either?

DIVERSITY—6 yes, 8 no, 1 abstain

RESOURCE ALLOCATION AND INSTITUTIONL RENEWAL—6 yes, 8 no, 1 abstain

Mary Ann Baenninger, Executive Associate Director from Middle States, our liaison:

“If the answers to 1 and 3 are yes, and the answer to 2 is no, that points to doing a comprehensive with emphasis (es).”
