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Communications Cluster 

Meeting Minutes May 6, 2010 

 

Bob Von Achen opened the meeting at 1:05 and reported briefly on the availability of information in 

Angel’s Communications Cluster Classroom. 

 

Attendance sheet was passed around and signed. 

 

Item 1:  Introduction, explanation, and FT faculty roles regarding the English for Academic Purposes 

(EAP) program. 

Intro: Bob introduced Rose Foss, who spoke about her project, the EAP Program, which will 

be piloted in Palm Bay subject to the approval of the Comm. Cluster and the AAC. Rose briefly 

explained her background and role, which is Academic Dean of English Language Studies. The 

program Rose has prepared includes 6 levels. The first 4 (see flow chart in EAP folder) are courses to 

be taken for institutional credit, and the last 2 levels will be for college credit. Rose went over the 

flow chart in some detail to explain how the program would operate, but the focus of the discussion 

was on how the program would operate, what students it would serve, and how it would impact the 

Cluster. Brochures for the EAP program were distributed to Cluster members. Rose also discussed 

methods and levels of student placement in the EAP Program, including Accuplacer and LOEP 

testing. Rose also informed the Cluster that the former Intensive English Program, headed by Barbara 

Weberling, is being replaced/absorbed by EAP. The EAP program is expected to be more affordable 

to local and international students. Financial aid will be available. 

Faculty Roles: Cheryl Renee brought up the issue of credentialing for the first 4 levels; 

George Chen commented about the top 2 levels and testing methods for Acceleration Tests.  

Role of AAC/Clusters: Tony Akers added that according to the new contract, the job of 

Communications Cluster (CC) is to approve new programs and communicate those wishes to AAC. 

EAP does not replace ENC 1101 or other Comm courses: Rose emphasized that EAP 

statewide considers their program as comprised of language courses, not remedial courses. Cluster 

members asked questions to clarify that EAP courses at the top level(s) of the flow chart, including 

EAP 1640 (Advanced Writing) and EAP 1620 (Advanced Reading)  are prerequisites to ENC 1101 

and not alternatives. 

Impact on students:Terri Moore (Speech) expressed concern about students who were 

midway through a semester of speech. Bob suggested that remedial measures would be more 

effective with incoming students as opposed to current students. He added that what we decide 

affects all disciplines, not just prep classes. 

Karen Eisenhauer said Level 5 is a 12 hour schedule, which is a full load. She agreed that 

other disciplines will be affected, but recommended we take the opportunity to pass this EAP 

program on to the AAC committee. 

How does EAP fit? Discussion ensued about program approval and questions arose as to 

whether the EAP would be a “stand alone” or new program placed under existing departments’ 

control.  CJ and Karen expressed concern with EAP being a separate program rather than the 

responsibility of Department Chairs. Tony Akers expressed that the Cocoa Communications Dept. 

has no resources to take on a new program.  Questions arose with regard to recruitment of instructors. 

Rose said the program will bring in instructors with appropriate credentialing, such as Gail Harland-

Walker in Palm Bay, among others. 

  

Cheryl Renee, Terri Moore and Tony Akers (among others) expressed concerns about where 

funding is coming from and potential of current monies from other programs being redistributed to 
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EAP. Concern was expressed about EAP taking resources and funding from other BCC departments 

and programs, including Communications. Karen Eisenhauer and others put forth the view that 

funding will not pull money out of existing programs. Rose Foss indicated she would take questions 

of funding redistribution back to Provost Beverly Slaughter. 

TIMELINE FOR Decision: Tony Akers and CJ Baker-Schverak suggested the Cluster agree 

on a timeline for reviewing the EAP program. Bob invited cluster members to help devise a timeline 

for reviewing and putting forward the EAP program to the AAC. Karen Eisenhauer suggested that the 

Cluster  focus on and review the top 2 advanced courses at level 6, EAP 1620 and EAP 1640, to 

ensure that the course plans, learning outcomes, etc. are rigorous enough for, and consistent with, 

ENC 1101. Smaller groups would then review the other 16 course packets. Karen E. also told the 

group that if she could arrange it, she would look over all 18 courses this summer and edit them if 

necessary to have them ready for presentation in the fall. 

Bob indicated that he would put EAP business in the Cluster Forum in Angel. The Course 

plans and other materials would be made available there. 

 Tony Akers announced that Sec. 9 of procedures handbook is devoted to the curriculum 

process and he hoped the Monday meeting would define our CC role more clearly.  

Some discussion ensued about the need to clarify the contract and the faculty’s role with 

regard to academic matters.  

Bob V. then proposed that Agenda Item 1  a) be settled at the next Cluster meeting, which 

will be prior to the start of classes in the Fall term, and B) all EAP courses, but especially the level 6 

courses that immediately precede Comm 1, be reviewed by Cluster members before or at that 

meeting. Motion seconded and passed unanimously. 

 

Item 2: Need for additional full-time faculty in foreign language. Though this point was discussed 

only briefly, Bob V. indicated that Bev Slaughter had been considering the need for a FT 

French/German professor for quite some time. George Cornelius shared with the Cluster the fact that 

full-time staffing in language has not grown in years and is inadequate. The mechanism/channels for 

requesting new hires and for building full-time faculty presence was briefly discussed. Concern arose 

over the implementation of course plans and objectives for languages other than Spanish; it was 

suggested that the Spanish CP&O be used as a model for CC to use. General agreement on this issue, 

although no vote taken. Bob V. also suggested we put questions in the Angel CC discussion forum to 

begin the process. 

  

Item 3: Suggested Agenda item for Fall 2010: Susan Houts brought up the upcoming SACS review 

and the need for a standard to quantify student assessments, particularly that we need to start keeping 

records to show 2-3 years of reporting; prior discussion of a standardized “exit exam” for Com I is an 

example of possible changes or concerns to meet the SACS requirement (per Cheryl Renee’s 

comment); brief discussion ensued. Bob V. indicated he would contact Kathleen Peters regarding 

standardized assessments. 

 

Item 4: Heather Elko has passed on a letter announcing a Student Success in Writing Conference on 

Friday, Feb. 4 for those who are interested. Handouts were available for those interested: 

http://ceps.georgiasouthern.edu/conted/success.html. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 3:10 p.m. A million thanks to Pam for graciously recording the minutes! 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Pam Gieswein/Bob Von Achen 

http://ceps.georgiasouthern.edu/conted/success.html

