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RE: lqtchine e Learl igs Cj l
The Teaching & Learning Committee soiicited proposais from the facuity for
Educational Development Fund grants under a November 7, 1980 closing date.
0f the nine proposals received and reviewed, three were funded. The funded
proj ects !/ere in HRD, l'{athematics , and Linguistics .

The Corunittee inspected the lecture hal1s in O'Dowd Hall in Octnber, 1980,
in order to make recommendations for use and location of A/V equipment to
Mr. Bunger (Provost Office) and lrls, diFelice (Audio-Visual),

Two proposals were presented to tlie University Senate in December, 1980.
The Teaching Excellenc.e Award proposal, the result of several years of
consideration and refinement by' TqL, was passed by the Senate at its
January, 1981 neeting. TGL will now form the required Teachi.ng Excellence
Award Selection Subcommittee.

The Faculty Teac.hing Consultant proposal was initiated in response to
faculty requests for useful, impartial help with instruction*related problems,
Many colleges now have individuaLs designated to serve this function. The
Committee received special irnpetus from a presentation ntade by Dean GeraLd
Pine, S.H.E.S., and Associate Dean Isaac Eliezer, A & S, at the December
meeting of the Comrnittee.

To introduce more of the faculty to the T'eac"hing Consultant concept, a

Presidentts Forum was held on Aprii 1, 198i. The inajn speaker was
Professor I{i11iarn Stephenson, who has served three year:s as a teaching cotl-
sultant at Earlhan College. 'Ihere was a sma11 but enthusiastic audience.

We were naturally disappointed when the Teaching Consultant proposal was
voted down in the January, LgsL Senate rneeting. TGL wrll. continue its
efforts to develop lvorkable alternative . during 1981-82.

One alternative is already being explored. In Apri1, several T&L members
met with a group of faculty over lunch to discuss the implications of
Professor Renate Geruiaitist observations on changing cognitive styies of
students in her courses. The participants agreed that more such get-togethers
wouid be usefui.
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Ilt Februar:)/ l{e recoilunencli;d to the Prcvort iira.t e. budget. i jnr: it.em be
established for f 'capital" impi:or, ernent s to the teac.hing ancl ie ar.ning
environment.'r Provost Obear ackncv,'ledgcd the iriportance of such irnprove-
ments, but indicated that he felt the present system (in which all capital
inprovernenL items are part of the Phys j-cal Plant budget) is aclequake.

T&L was chargectr to study the issue of teaching and leanring as affected hy
the proposed prograrnning of courses for Cable I'elevision, After a review
of pertinent literature, a subcomnlittee concluded that use of T'V technology
in on-carnpus teaching has no signific.ant adverse effect on learning. 0n
tlre other hanci, the ciiscipiine imposeci on the instr:uctor by planning a
l'V lecture could probabj.y improve teaching in larger classes. Whil"e we
recommend that a series of workshops be run on campus to show factrlty the
procedures for produc.ing TV segnents, r1o faculty member should rush intr.l
i'V inst-ruction uiiLess lie/she feels a real need for this mode, /r comf,iete
copJ/ of the subconnlittee report is available from the T€1, Chair,

A paper by fuid::eas and Kubik calling for" better study spaces for commuter.s
pronrFtsd the pr--3-i.-ticn of a uideo tape br;" two T&L nembers " lJrose wishing
to see tiris tape should consult I{s, diFelice. Students were obsen'ed
stud,r'ing in nan.\- stratrge locations and positions, fntervieivs with these
stu.lerrts produced i;-rsights inta the problem. The Cornnrittee will for:muLate
spe cific reconr;tendations in tne future,
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