Gen Ed Minutes--October 18, 2017
1215-106 pm

Elections:

Kate McGrath--Chair
Michael Bartone--Secretary

Approval of minutes from last meeting--all in favor 

Agenda Item:

AFAM 111 taken with PS 111--Name change and course description tweak
· Approved with no oppositions or dissentions

ENG 274--Open course to other elementary ed disciplines and any student who wants this course; dropping restrictions and ask for Skill Area 1 credit
· One question: enough space for elementary ed majors if open to everyone else? 
· Plan is have seats available for all students “mask” seats for those who need the course and then “unmask” for those who need the course
· Approved with no oppositions or dissentions

CHEM 101--create lab Chem 101 used for Chem 100
· Approved with no oppositions or dissentions

PS 201--in talk with Crim Cybersecurity track--bring in legal and social sciences behind Cybersecurity
· Approved with no oppositions or dissentions

SUST 100--
· Discussion from last semester and people teaching, will they meet the requirement for those teaching and taking? Faculty from across campus can offer courses under this but what mechanism is in place to meet that study or skill area requirement? How will this be addressed?
· Unsure
· This is a minor that has not been created in study area II
· Questions on defining how this connects to other courses
· Does this become a new interdisciplinary program? 
· Question repeated: No matter who teaches it, it will fall under study area II, but how does this occur?
· Concern, language of course description means can be used beyond study area II. How can we be assured students will get what is required from study area II?
· Asked to be put on hold, so can be re-discussed at next meeting
· Same conversation from last minutes agenda. 
· Will the program want to pull the Gen Ed requirement? 
· Other areas need to be considered
· Comment: adding the 3 pillars, in rationale for Gen Ed. to the course description would be of benefit
· Options: Take off Gen Ed OR add requirement who teaches and has a specific emphasis that all 3 pillars have to be addressed
· Pull from Gen Ed, resolve in other areas, then come back to our committee
· Agreed by member representing the department to pull from agenda

Cybersecurity
· Question: should 210 be added?
· Yes, Beth will do
· Approved with no oppositions or dissentions

Gen Ed Revisions: 
· “Move proposal to: Gen Ed shall be requirement to 40 credits
· Seconded
· Included 6 credits for foreign language?
· Not a part of the motion but can be looked at
· Can change the situation for approval or not
· NEASC requirements of at least 40 hours for Gen Ed.; proposal to limit to 40 credits--NEASC 4.1.4: “through unrestricted consequences” and concern is there is an extreme restriction to explore any unrelated courses. Having 48 credits does not allow us to meet the NEASC requirement
· But will it make a difference? 
· Another way is to make smaller majors, outside the range of Gen Ed.
· Concern of perception perspective, are we doing the minimum and thus not invested in Gen Ed as a program, we are doing what we have to do.
· This is the beginning of the discussion but the motion is to vote for the proposal: yes, no, or postpone
· “The CCSU Gen Ed shall be limited to 40 credits”
· Move that discussion be postponed, but question first about the foreign language, limit to 40 and INCLUDES foreign languages rather than not including foreign languages
· Start the limit and then have conversations to what is then being cut--what constitutes Gen Ed?
· Intention of motion is start the discussion across campus
· The foreign language is an important conversation and possibilities for the ability of double majors/minors
· Another NEASC issue: Gen Ed is coherent and substantive--can we argue we have a coherent major with different gen ed requirements, necessitated by the greater than 40 credits we require
· Concern is this may limit the idea of free electives and exploring, but will students do this under this proposal? The bar is being set low under this proposal 
· Need to know the potential benefits and consequences will be
· Question: how does one measure coherency? What does this mean?
· Vote on this yes or postpone to bring back to departments?
· Beth can build a link to show the language for us to refer back to in department 
· “Move to postpone the consideration of the motion “The CCSU Gen Ed shall be limited to 40 credits” on the floor and that added information of NESAC Gen Ed and current Gen Ed at CCSU and the motion of the language be given to the committee for future discussion and purposes of consulting with departments that we represent at the next Gen Ed Committee”
· Request the motion to bring back to the next Gen Ed meeting 
· Concern this puts us in a box to address this issue in not enough time
· Yes: All
· No: Zero
· Dissent: Zero

Motion to adjourn: 1:06 pm
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