Minutes of the University Studies Writing Committee
Murray State University
Wednesday, September 22, 2010
12:00 pm – Provost Office Conference Room
Present: Peter Murphy (Chair), Misty Evans, Marcie Johnson, Jeff Osborne, Taufiq Rashid, Paul Walker,
and Kelley Wezner
Absent: Josh Adair
The meeting was called to order at 12:02 pm.
Wezner moved and Evans seconded that the minutes of the September 1, 2010, meeting be approved as
submitted. Motion carried.
Murphy said that he would entertain a motion to change the name of the committee to the University Writing
Advisory Board. Osborne moved to accept and Wezner seconded to open discussion regarding the name
change.
The committee discussed possible alternative names and whether this change in name would reflect a change
in mission. Murphy felt the name change would better reflect the mission of the committee, which is to
enhance student writing and serve in an advisory role to both himself and the Associate Provost and Provost.
He sees the main function of the Board is to get a better sense of what the various groups on campus are
doing. In addition, he would like the Board to serve as a forum for faculty members to present ideas about
how to enhance student writing. The Board could then vet these ideas and determine how to implement
them. As this committee is a work-in-progress, how often the group meets and how long the committee will
remain active are unclear. Motion carried.
Murphy then asked members to read the Charge of the Board and email any suggestions to him about
changes in wording.
Sub-Committee Reports
Essay Contest
Rashid reported that the timeline for the essay contest would be moved from Spring 2011 to Fall 2011 citing
other more pressing time commitments (WAC and Academic Assessment Program). Regarding CIV
assessment, the pool of questions used will have to be written to allow the answers to be evaluated using a
writing-centered rubric and that this new rubric would need to be designed. He would then schedule a
faculty meeting to approve the revisions. There was some discussion about whether a new rubric would
need to be designed or whether the one currently in use could be easily adapted.
Writing Center
Osborne reported on the demographics of the Writing Center clientele. They had seen 67 individual clients
and had conducted 80 sessions. The Center staff is not able to meet the demand for their services and the
schedule is almost filled a week in advance. Although he expected that there would be a demand for their
services, he didn’t expect this level of use until later on in the semester. He stated that the biggest issue for

the Writing Center was money. There is funding for four full-time GAs for the next two years. It costs
approximately $22,000 for the full-time staff members. Of that portion, the library currently provides a little
less than half that amount. There was a Writing Center meeting earlier this morning to look at alternative
funding strategies. The Development Office wants to see significant institutional support before approaching
the current donor, Jesse Jones, for more money. Murphy clarified the issues as (1) How to create a solid
foundation for the library writing center and (2) a follow-up conflicting issue of establishing satellite centers
in the colleges in addition to the library writing center. The members discussed a number of options on how
to raise the needed funds.
Faculty Survey Assessment
Walker reported that he had met with Wezner and Osborne in order to develop and expand the sample survey
he had presented at the previous meeting. The pilot study will be used in this fall’s composition classes. He
expressed some reservations in creating a general model to be used across the campus and thought that each
college would need to adapt the assessment tool because of the different types of writing and the
department’s assessment goals. Expanding the assessment to include feedback from employers would also
require some revision.
Johnson asked whether QEP requires this assessment and whether the Deans’ memo had been sent. Wezner
reported that the memo had been sent and that the Deans had until October 1 to respond on whether they
would handle their writing assessment in-house or whether they would subcontract with the writing faculty
committee to perform the assessment.
Murphy returned to the SACS accreditation document handed out at the previous meeting to answer
Johnson’s question. The original QEP plan submitted five years ago was an impossible undertaking and no
assessment plan was submitted. In the Interim Report, MSU chose to limit the scope of their QEP to
enhancing student writing. SACS responded that the plan sounds fine but they want to see some assessment
results. Since the Interim Report, the baseline ACT and CAAP exam assessment plan outlined in the report
has been discarded. Thus, there is a lot of pressure on the university and the WAC committee to implement
these writing assessments during the Fall 2010 semester in order to have data to send in the SACS report that
is due April 20, 2011. Johnson noted that there was a lot of anxiety about the deadlines. Murphy said that
the QEP Steering Committee was working on a PR campaign to address that issue.
Community College Writing Center
Evans reported that she is responsible for the developmental writing courses for those students who received
below 18 on the ACT English sub-portion. In addition to ENG 095 and ENG 100, she also teaches ENG 111
and 112, which are support classes for ENG 102 and 105, respectively. In the spring, she will be piloting
ENG 112 as a support class for any major rather than just English. As a community outreach project, she
coordinates a dual-credit course with Murray High School. Her main concern is Senate Bill 1, which
requires a reduction in the number of developmental classes taught, and a developmental graduation rate
increase of 3% by 2012. In addition, she would like to see the Writing Center scope expanded to include the
community, specifically high school students who would like help with their writing. Murphy asked her to
write a one-page document on how the Board could be of help.
Presentations by Johnson and Wezner were postponed due to lack of time.
Murphy adjourned the meeting at 1:05 pm.

