WAC Committee Meeting: November 12, 2019
In attendance: Jeff Galin, Claudia Amadori, Fred Bloetscher, Gail Chewing, Jason Sharples, Jamie Granger, Jaqueline Fewkes.

Jeff Galin: Review of WAC program 
WAC program is doing well.
FAU celebrated NDOW on Oct 16. We had a great turnout for the Kossoff Award (Pen to Paper Contest). We had a total of 135 entries (last year: 43). The donors were very happy, and attended the event. Both winners (grad and undergrad) read their essays at the evening event, which was well-attended. During the day we had tables in the breezeways and activities for NDOW.  
Jeff Galin: Sustainability Indicators 
JG made some edits on the SI. 
JG created a small representations (graphs) of complete data we have collected so far and showed it to the committee. 
We have only three goals that we can be graphed at this time (see charts that JG presented at the meeting). We are still awaiting complete results from Faculty and Chairs surveys. 

So far administrative time and university support are sustainable (JG explains and discusses graphs with committee). 
SURP is no longer participating in WEC. They had to pay their money back to WEC. The program of Linguistics came in independently from Languages. They decided to do a WEC process for linguistics only. They have enough money to undertake the entire WEC program.
Javad Hashemi has named itself as the liaison of Ocean and Mechanical Engineering. Faculty are not engaged. He is doing all the work. All the other WEC departments are doing very well. Political science is doing great (Kudos to Angie). WAC program is doing well. 

Other 2 goals (see graphs presented at meeting): we do not have data yet on WAC benchmarking. Departments have not done any training to do interventions. Next year and the year after that we will see what impact interventions have. Raters distribution is about 60% English. Student participation in WAC assessment has improved (65% return versus previous 40%) due to multiple reminders. 
Last year we did very well in recognizing faculty. We hosted a WEC Recognition Ceremony alongside the Student Publication Ceremony. During this event, five WEC faculty were recognized. We must come up with different ways of recognizing faculty, as the faculty who have been recognized in 2018 will probably not attend the same event. 
WAC web page: Changes were made by JG (Shown during the meeting). 
JG describes changes to SI that have been made to the WAC website. 
Why not using bar graphs? The concept of SI comes from ecology. It shows the equilibrium better than bar graphs. One can also reorganize the information around the graph to show clusters. 
JG will be holding two WAC seminars over the next two semesters; website should function as a model. 
Association of Writing across the Curriculum has aprox. 300 members. We have the possibility to have 6 memberships in the committee. Membership is $50 per person, or $250 for institutional membership. JG would like to include some faculty. Is anyone interested in joining?   Jason S. needs to know more about it before deciding.  Committee views the Association’s website.  

Writing fellow program for last year was a wash. We have identified one department – political science- and we have a dedicated political science writing center consultant. We previously had a Languages consultant in the UCEW.

What happened to the WAC certification for courses in Lingua? (Jacqueline). It has not affected many students for now/not a high priority issue. JG: this is something that is worth addressing. 

All WAC courses are also Gordon Rule and as such they have to be certified by the State as Gordon Rule. Do we want to vote on having thesis courses in lingua be accepted as WAC classes at FAU? Should we designate them as WAC?  
JG will follow up with the State before deciding/voting on this. If the State says ok to it, we must figure out a way to assess them. We assess the syllabi and papers.  
Questions? 

Claudia Amadori shows committee the new (revised) Google Form for the re-certification process of miscellaneous departments (all department except English, History and Philosophy). The questions have been streamlined. Committee wants to more “Approved/ Approved with Revisions” at the end of the form, and eliminate “Not Approved”. The committee discusses reasons for discrepancies in the results of last year English syllabi re-certification (i.e. different members reading the same syllabus and marking different issues); part of this is due to syllabi being very different in the location of information.  Committee discussed how to improve the process: it was suggested that we could send a copy of the WAC checklist to faculty when we request syllabi. This would give them an opportunity to review their syllabi before sending them to the WAC committee.  We also discussed reading the entire syllabus versus searching for specific key words. 
After the discussion the committee had a norming session of three syllabi from last year’s re-certification. We read the syllabi and discussed our finding. We agreed on the results.   
[bookmark: _GoBack]CA will send quota of syllabi to committee members as soon as she has everyone’s syllabi and before the end of the semester.   



