


  2   

building momentum for the proposal in order to get it off of the ground and then see if we 

can secure the funding.  

 

Tatiana mentioned the idea at the Strategic Planning Committee meeting when they were 

focused on student success initiatives. The cohort model was raised as an idea at that 

meeting. Tatiana noted that Alister Chapman and Ron See (who are on Senate this year) 

were in support of the general idea. Mark wants us to bring the Roundtable idea to Senate 

to talk about the concept (approx. 5-10 minutes to start the conversation).   

 

Committee members discussed the nature of the course, whether it would have GE credit 

and what the overall vision and outcomes would be for the courses. Are they existing 

courses with lower enrollment caps which allows room for additional topics to be 

discussed relative to our goals for the Roundtable courses? Or are they separate courses 

entirely that have GE credit built into them? Perhaps the outcomes are similar to the 

outcomes for the existing First Year Seminar courses, so we don’t need the 1-unit First 

Year seminars anymore. 

 

There was also a discussion on who would teach the courses? Adjunct teaching courses 

seems to defeat the purpose of having our full time faculty engage with students. If the 

full time faculty are teaching the Roundtable courses then would these courses pull them 

away from Common Context courses, or have us using adjuncts to cover Common 

Context courses? If the courses cover Common Inquiries areas then why would a student 

enroll in this course when they could take (and transfer) these units elsewhere? One way 

to account for this would be to strategically reduce our upper division offerings to free up 

faculty load time for the Roundtable courses. 

 

There was also a concern that right now we are talking about 1 class, but to be a cohort 

there has to be someone else attached to it. Either a second class taken in the same fall 

semester, or a second class taken the following spring (like the Augustinian model) or 

other co-curricular additions outside of the classroom (like the residence halls). Right 

now all we have been discussing is a one semester class.  

 

There was also some discussion as to whether writing should be an element of the course. 

To some it felt like too much to also ask this class to be writing intensive for the GE, but 

others felt that students who can think well are also able to write well, and the process of 

learning how to write well strengthens a person’s ability to think well.  

 

There was also discussion as to whether the vision for these classes was to be more 

remedial or more advanced. There can be some benefits to considering the classes as 

covering the basic study skills and abilities needed to succeed in college, as a number of 

our incoming students need these skills. But in smaller classes with an emphasis on a 

high level of discussion faculty can better support the inclusion of higher reading and 

higher writing because of the small class sizes. More intentional faculty with a higher 

level of support may be able to have higher standards, and students may rise to the 

demands of the course as they are all First-Year students. – high support and higher 
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standards – more intentional faculty – time to ask questions and discuss it – more level 

playing field as they are all First-Year students.  

 


