


are the focus elements for outcomes for each MAU – where are there commonalities, 
differences?  What would GERs for each broad area (math, social engagement, etc in LEAP) 
learning outcome look like if the system could agree on it?  Each group with mixed MAU 
representation came up with such a statement.  Developed an action plan – distribute to SAC.  
For next six to 12 months the action plan identifies 4 steps – each MAU faculty senate will 
consider the coordination of GER requirements, form a subcommittee to develop a common set 
of learning outcomes for system GERs close to LEAP and modified UAF LEAP version.  Each MAU 
would identify the courses that would satisfy those outcomes, then transfer courses would be 
appropriately aligned.  Meet monthly for one year – complete January 2014 – accomplish within 
6 months if possible – group meet by video conference every other month and in-person every 
other month.  Acknowledge that UAF has done a fair amount of work based on LEAP and UAA 
and UAS should encourage a LEAP type outcome to help facilitate this process.  Everyone 
surprised and pleased by collaboration and agreement that occurred.  Sense of place was an 



 

9. Fee Report – need a template for MAU reports and common data definitions – April BOR?  
Report from each MAU (including UA SW).  What should the template include – MAU specific 
fees (e.g., sustainability or green fee) and course fees.  Total fees for various credit loads.   Are 
course fees included?  Ashok Roy said no – he made a request for all fees information.  Amount 
of fee, date instituted, date last increased, etc.  Can pull request out of Banner – thousands – 
but if dates of implementation needed very time consuming.  Bear will share template.   Do we 
include not credit course fees?  Do we include sponsored courses?  Every fee in whole system.   
Even if purposes differ would be nice to use information for both purposes.  
 

10. Should UA have a common student survey, e.g., NSSE & CCSSE? 



Topics for next SAC meeting? 

1. Early discussion of FY15 budget proposals 
a. E-Learning? 
b. Acceleration Project – re-inventing developmental education (like California, Virginia) 

Include near completers and probation students? 
c. Research seed/match – regents support this 
d. Mining 
e. FSMI 

2. Policy and Reg (10-04) Reminder = General consensus was that we keep policy on eLearning brief and 

emphasize student support services, e.g., advising, financial aid, library and information resources access, 

etc.  Dana, Bear, and Helena will work on this section to add e-Learning elements; definition, access to 

library and information resources and student services.  Susan will work on C- grade issue on pages 11 and 

13.  All MAUs should examine their catalogs with respect to the definition of grades.  Align with WICHE 

physical presence.  Dana Thomas will coordinated with Helena Wisniewski and Bear Baker.  Make BOR 

policy more lenient and let MAUs set more strict requirements.  Bear hears from BOR and legislators that 

C- should be counted as C for transfers.   


