General Education Board Minutes
Academic Year 2002-2003

Minutes of Board of General Education meeting, 20 August 2002

Present: R. Ballentine, D. Bozak, R. Cole, D. Dedl, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mohammadi, K.
Shaw, J. Smith

The meeting was called to order at 2:00 pm.

D. Dea made announcements concerning tasks that remain on the Board's agenda from the
spring semester. Only one Board member's term has expired (LalLonde); he plansto run for re-
election. Interim Director of General Education Robert Cole and Associate Provost Rhonda
Mandel will be attending as ex officio members in 2002-03, while D. Deal is on sabbatical leave.
Deal has been meeting with Cole and Mandel to effect a smooth transition.

1. PSY 342: Theissue of taking PSY 342 off the Intellectual 1ssues list was discussed, along
with guest Thomas Darvill, chair of Psychology. The instructor (P. Brand) had sent Deal an
e-mail message requesting (and explaining the reasons for wanting) the delisting of the
course; Darvill supported the request and provided additional details from his vantage point
as department chair. The chief reasons included: difficultiesin assuring Psychology and
Public Justice majors priority access to the course; difficulty in maintaining an appropriate
amount of assigned writing for an Issues course; and faculty development issues. Board
members questioned whether student needs are best served by taking the course off the
approved list. Does the Public Justice Department support delisting? Unless new information
relevant to the case emerges, the Board must grant the Psychology Department's request that
PSY 342 be taken off the Intellectual 1ssues approved course lists for GE1998 and GE2000
by the end of the fall 2002 semester.

2. ANT courses for Human Diversity (2): The Board voted to confirm the e-mail consensus of
midsummer that three ANT courses (331, 366, and 368) should be approved for both Human
Diversity (Global Awareness) under GE1998 and Human Diversity (Non-Western
Civilizations) under GE2000, provided that each course outlines be revised to emphasize the
way non-Western cultures and their history are addressed. ANT 331 was approved by avote
of 5-1-0; 366 by avote of 6-0-0; and 368 by a vote of 6-0-0.

3. MUS 316 for American History and Human Diversity (1): The course outline, revised by the
new instructor M. Smiley, was distributed in advance. After lengthy discussion, MUS 316
was approved (6-0-0) for the American History requirement under GE2000 but not (3-0-3)
for Human Diversity. Board members could see a number of diversity-related topics
scattered throughout the outline, but were not persuaded that the focus on tolerance and
intolerance was substantial and consistent enough (i.e., running through the entire course as a
main focus) to warrant approval for this requirement. If thisisindeed a main focus of the
course, some revision of the outline should be enough to make it approvable.

4. GER 125/126 for Foreign Language: Deal conveyed to the group the responses of Modern
Languages chair John Lalande to our earlier questions about these two courses (re



prerequisites for 126 and differences between the two). GER 126 should indeed list GER 125
as aprerequisite. The former (126) both continues the study of written German that beginsin
the latter (125), and it goes beyond the first semester by requiring a research project tailored
to the student's major discipline (or main area of interest) and student investigation of grants,
scholarships, and other funding opportunitiesin this area (mastery of written German for
research). Rather than approve the courses solely on the basis of Deal's report, the Board
decided to postpone making a decision until revised outlines for the two courses are
submitted by the department.

. EDU 245 for Computer Literacy: Discussion focused on the need for this course. Could some
special sections of CSC 101 accomplish the same thing? The outlines for the two courses are
quite similar. Will UCC approve the course or decide that it presents too much duplication of
an existing course (CSC 101)? The Board decided to table the course until that UCC decision
is made.

. Meeting time for fall semester: After some discussion, it was decided that regular fall
meetings will be held on Thursdays from 3 to 5 pm in the English Department Library,
except when department meetings interfere; on those occasions, the Board will meet instead
on Wednesday from 3 to 5 pm (same place). The next meeting is scheduled for Thursday
September 12 from 3 to 5 pm in the English Department Library. Members should make sure
their spring schedules all include a free block of time on Tuesday afternoon (roughly 2 to 5,
but 3to 5 at least).

The meeting was adjourned shortly after 4 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

D. Ded

Minutes of Board of General Education meeting, 12 September 2002

Present: R. Ballentine, D. Bozak, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi,
K. Shaw, J. Smith

The meeting was called to order at 3:00 pm.

Sidney Kasle met with the Board to discuss the status of Communication Across the
Curriculum

The reported status was:
This requirement, mandated by the Board of Trustees has not been implemented at Oswego.
The reasons for the lack of implementation were:

1. Reluctance to change

2. Unwillingness to modify the existing curriculum

3. Departments to not have aliaison for this activity

4. Departments are currently implementing this requirement and do not need to provide

aplan



5. There are no incentives to develop the plan for the requirement
6. Departments do not want to provide additional General Education courses.

Kadle stated that a strong position by the General Education Board would be an indication of
the support for this program by the University

She aso indicated that the development of a Communication Lab that supported both oral
and written communication would be needed to implement the Communication Across the
Curriculum program.

After Kadle left the meeting, there was a prolonged discussion of the Communication Across the
Curriculum program. This discussion lead to the following points:
1. There needsto be varied plans that meet the needs of individual departments.
2. The outcomes of this program need to be defined
3. Proficiency must be defined by each discipline
a. Theora communication skills required for the students in each department must
be identified
b. The objectives for the program must be identified for individual departments

Bozak mentioned that he would be attending the SUNY Arts and Sciences Deans meeting and
would attempt to determine how the other campuses are meeting this requirement.

Lab:
Prior to supporting the devel opment of a communication lab complete definitions of the
oral communication requirements and specific departmental needs must be identified.
Following that activity an evaluation of how alab would support those goals can be
determined

G. Klatsky

Genera Education Board 19 September 2002

Present: R. Ballentine, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw,
J. Smth

Minutes of 12 September 2002 were moved and seconded, thanks to Smith and Shaw, and
approved.

We turned our attention to Art 361: Art, Poetry, and Religion in Japan. Smith moved and
Mohammadi seconded approving the course for Human Diversity—Non-Western Civilization.
There was little need for discussion. The motion was approved 5-0-0.

We then turned to a consideration of the course as an Intellectual ssues offering. Mohammadi
moved provisional approval of the course as an intellectual issue offering, Smith seconded. We



wondered what, precisely, the issues were here. Discussion followed, as one might expect, and a
vote was taken, as one might hope: 5-0-0 for provisional approval.

Mohammadi moved rejecting PHL 317 as acritical thinking offering, Klatsky seconded, and the
motion passed 5-0-0. Briefly, the course does not meet the institution’ s understanding of the sort
of course students can take to fulfill this general education requirement.

We determined that we needed clarification on PHL 307, and charged Cole with requesting
same, given that we do not see that the course before usis arevision of the earlier version of
PHL 307 that was not approved by the Board (see minutes of 21 May 02)

We turned to a discussion of math learning disability accommodations. We mused upon whether
or not substitution is an option. The critical points are that the substitution speaks to the spirit of
the requirement and that the student has a documented math learning disability.

Turning to Foreign Language disability accommodations, and I’m lagging behind, we talked
about option #3—allist of culture courses from which students may choice oneto link with LIN
100 as an accommaodation for the foreign language requirement.

It was moved and seconded that Bozak, conspicuously absent, would come up with alist of such
courses. | cannot begin to tell you how resounding was the support for this motion: thunderous,
thunderous.

We talked about, well, us. our identity as aboard, or committee, or council. That was fun.

We adjourned at 4:35.

With the Byrds, (for the birds?) | remain,

ChrisLaLonde

Genera Education Board 19 September 2002

Present: R. Ballentine, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw,
J. Smth

Minutes of 12 September 2002 were moved and seconded, thanks to Smith and Shaw, and
approved.

We turned our attention to Art 361: Art, Poetry, and Religion in Japan. Smith moved and
Mohammadi seconded approving the course for Human Diversity—Non-Western Civilization.
There was little need for discussion. The motion was approved 5-0-0.

We then turned to a consideration of the course as an Intellectual Issues offering. Mohammadi
moved provisional approval of the course as an intellectual issue offering, Smith seconded. We



wondered what, precisely, the issues were here. Discussion followed, as one might expect, and a
vote was taken, as one might hope: 5-0-0 for provisional approval.

Mohammadi moved rejecting PHL 317 as acritical thinking offering, Klatsky seconded, and the
motion passed 5-0-0. Briefly, the course does not meet the institution’ s understanding of the sort
of course students can take to fulfill this general education requirement.

We determined that we needed clarification on PHL 307, and charged Cole with requesting
same, given that we do not see that the course before usis arevision of the earlier version of
PHL 307 that was not approved by the Board (see minutes of 21 May 02)

We turned to a discussion of math learning disability accommodations. We mused upon whether
or not substitution is an option. The critical points are that the substitution speaks to the spirit of
the requirement and that the student has a documented math learning disability.

Turning to Foreign Language disability accommodations, and I’m lagging behind, we talked
about option #3—allist of culture courses from which students may choice one to link with LIN
100 as an accommaodation for the foreign language requirement.

It was moved and seconded that Bozak, conspicuously absent, would come up with alist of such
courses. | cannot begin to tell you how resounding was the support for this motion: thunderous,
thunderous.

We talked about, well, us. our identity as a board, or committee, or council. That was fun.

We adjourned at 4:35.

With the Byrds, (for the birds?) | remain,

ChrisLaLonde

SUNY Oswego

Board of General Education
September 26, 2002
Minutes

Present: B. Balentine, D. Bozak, B. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. Lalonde,
R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw,

|. Meeting was called to order at 3:00.

I1. Minutes of September 19 were approved.



[11. Motion on Minutes.

L alonde made the following motion and Mohammadi seconded:

Minutes will reflect the name of members who make a motion and 2nd it; the
substance of the deliberations will be included in the minutes and not the
particulars; and minute takers will keep consistent with these guidelines.
Motion passed 5-0-0.

V. Assessment Plan.
L alonde suggested that having a copy of the Assessment Plan will be useful
for the members records; Cole will check with Dedl.

V. SUNY Deans Mesting.

Bozak reported on the SUNY Deans meeting he attended recently. Attendance
was light. General Education Assessment Plans were discussed.

Components such as Critical Thinking are infused in the curriculums and
those colleges intend to assess if its working by administering a test

to 1st-year students and again to them when they are seniors.

Determining satisfactory completion of mandated Gen Ed components when
transfers enter without a 2-year degree is a problem. For most schools
Oral Competency isinfused and no clear plans for assessing it.

Some colleges are changing their own Gen Ed program to mirror
the SUNY mandated Gen Ed.

Most Colleges are taking a minimalist approach to assessing Gen Ed.

VI. PHL 307

We had discussed PHL307 in May, but it has been determined that no memo was
written to the Philosophy Department letting them know about the decision

of the board. Minutes of our 5-21-02 meeting had all the reasons for

the course being sent back; Cole will use that info to formulate a letter

to that department.

VI. PHL 317

Mohammadi moved to approve the course for Self & Society; Balentine seconded.
The motion did not pass with 0-4-1 vote. The following comments should
articulate the reasons for the courses not being passed:

The issues dealt with in the course are not clear; studying religion
from the perspective of different disciplinesis not an issue by itself.

It seems the course author presupposes what the answers to the
Philosophical questions about religion and its legitimacy are; the
course as authored, does not leave things open-ended for an
Intellectual 1ssues course.



VII.WST250.
We determined that the course was already approved for Human Diversity under
both GE98 and GEQO. The course was left out of the on-line list of approved
courses for GEOO. The correction will be made.

VI1II. Governance Proposed Changes for GE.
FA has approved conversion of the Gen Ed Board into a FA Council. This
proposal still needs to be approved by the General Faculty. For the most
part, this change along with the other changes in Governance are expected
to increase communication between various components of Governance. The
membership of the Gen Ed Council will follow the pattern used for other
councils. A couple of thoughts and concerns were voiced:
Having representatives from subdivisions may provide for a
better way for representation al faculty.

If the change results in many more meetings for the chair and
directory to attend, this change will not be a positive one.

The meeting adjourned at 4:30.

Respectfully submitted by Rameen Mohammadi.

General Education Board Minutes — October 3, 2002
Attendance: R. Ballentine, D. Bozak, R. Cole, C. Lalonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi, J. Smith

1. Minutesfrom September 26, 2002 were approved with minor revisions.

2. Question from Chair: Should PHL 496 Joint Seminar in Philosophy Psychology be
approved for Intellectual Issues— Culture and Civilizations since the colisted course PHY
475H has been approved for Culture and Civilizations?

After brief discussion, Mohammadi moved to approve PHI 496 Joint Seminar in
Philosophy Psychology for Intellectual 1ssues— Culture and Civilizations. Ballentine
seconded the motion. The motion was approved 3,1,0.

3. Question from the table: Should the Honors program courses be approved for
the various areas of GE? Mandel reported that Norm Weiner is currently working to
bring the coursesin line.

4. Director’sReport: Cole reported that Walter Opello, Chair of Personnel



Policies Council has been invited to the 10/10/02 meeting to discuss GE Board becoming a
Council of FA.

Cole distributed an aphabetical listing of the approved courses for GE 2000.

Cole also presented a draft copy of aletter to departments encouraging them to move
forward with completion of the Oral Communication plans required for GE 2000. Board
members made suggestions for editing. Cole will revise letter and get it to appropriate
departments.

Cole questioned the status of WAC. There was a brief discussion that
determined that WAC no longer isin existence. All new writing plans or
modifications of current major writing plans should be forwarded directly to
the Board so that they can be approved prior to printing in the catalog.
There is aneed to review which majors have completed this task and which
have not. Colewill check and report back to the Board.

5. GER 126 German for Research: Discussion for approval as an approved
language course for GE 2000. Smith made a motion to approve GER 126 German for
Research for the GE 2000 language requirement. Mohammadi seconded. The motion
was approved 4, 0, 0. The Chair was asked to note in the memo to department indicating
approval that this course aso needs to be placed in the catal og.

6. Bozak presented alist of courses with descriptions for approval as the cultural
accompaniment to LIN 100 as the third language compl etion option for GE 2000 for
students with disabilities. After discussion of the courses, Laonde made a motion to
approve ANT 344 Language and Culture to pair with LIN 100 as the third option for
accommodation for students with learning disabilities. Ballentine seconded. The motion
was approved 4, 0, 0.

M eeting was adjourned.
Minutes reported by J. Smith

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
October 10, 2003

Minutes

Present: B. Ballentine, D. Bozak, J. Smith, G. Klatsky, C. Lalonde, R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw, R.
Mandel



VI.

The Board meeting in the last week of October is rescheduled from Thursday,
October 31% to Wednesday, October 30" due to departmental meetings.

R. Mohammadi moved we pass the minutes of the October 3 meeting. R. Ballentine
seconded and the Board unanimously voted to accept the minutes of the October 3"
meeting.

W. Opello, representing the Office of International Education was in attendance. R.
Cole asked him to explain the reasoning behind changing the Board to a college
council. There was some discussion about whether one or more members of the
“Council” of General Education would need to be members of the Faculty Assembly.
There was al so some discussion about adding student representation to a Council. R.
Cole will send a memo to the Personnel Policies Council regarding changesin the
wording regarding the Board of General Education.

W. Opello began a description of discussions being undertaken with Huron
University’s London campus to come under the aegis of SUNY Oswego for the
purposes of accreditation. The Huron London campusis currently affiliated with
Marlboro College and is therefore accredited by the Northeast Association but for
various reasons they would like to seek a new partner. We will need to contact
Middlestates for their approval of any relationship. We will also need to be sure that
Huron’s General Education program matches up with ours. If the ‘merger’ were
agreed to, the Huron students would actually be granted a SUNY Oswego degree.
Many questions were asked of Opello. Among them were:

Would Oswego oversee the academic programs at Huron/London?

Would Oswego oversee some/all of the financial matters?

Would Oswego oversee the hiring of permanent faculty and/or adjunct faculty?
Would Oswego oversee the admissions process?

Answers to these and other questions indicated that talks about a proposed merger are
very much in the preliminary stages. The Board decided not to put much discussion
in to the topic unless and until the talks are much further along. R. Cole will make a
presentation about our Gen Ed program to faculty and administrators from Huron
who will be visiting the Oswego campus next week.

Art 366 has been proposed for Human Diversity and the Cultures and Civilizations
component of the Intellectual 1ssues requirement. J. Smith moved approval of the
course for Human Diversity. R. Mohammadi seconded the motion. There was no
discussion and the motion carried unanimously. G. Klatsky moved the course be
approved as an Intellectual 1ssues course. C. Laonde seconded the motion. The
course was accepted as an Intellectual 1ssues course on aprovisional basis. The vote
was unanimous. R. Cole will contact the Art department to request that the course
outline more closely resemble the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee format and
that the issues in the course be thrown in to greater relief.

A discussion was begun regarding our foreign language requirement being through
the 101/102 level rather than through the 201/202 level. R. Mandel suggested that
she, D. Bozak and R. Cole should compile the enrollment numbers and be prepared to
report to Faculty Assembly that the Board is recommending we keep the requirement
asitis currently, through the 101/102 level.

Submitted by K. Shaw



SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
October 17, 2002

Minutes

Present: Ballentine (recorder), Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, LalLonde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw,

Smith

Minutes of 10 October 2002

J. Smith moved approval of the minutes of 10 October 2002; seconded by G. Klatsky.

The motion passed 6-0-0.

Math Department Concerns Regarding Requirements for Transfer Students
T. Tiballi raised some questions about how to determine math proficiency especialy for
students who transfer into SUNY Oswego. Discussion focused on the following areas:

a) Does MAX 100, or its equivalent at another college, constitute math proficiency?
b) Which transfer students should be required to take the math proficiency exam?
R. Cole stated that the Math Department will submit a proposal in aweek or two

dealing with this problem. R. Mohammadi moved to table consideration of the math
requirements pending receipt of the math proposal; seconded by K. Shaw. Passed 6-0-0.

Intellectual 1ssues Seats for Spring 2003

D. Bozak circulated a summary of Intellectual 1ssues seats available for Spring 2003 as
compared to enrollments for Fall 2002. An additional 243 seats are available in
Explorationsin the Natural Sciences (ENS) and an additional 115 seats in Cultures and
Civilizations (C&C) and Self and Society (S& S) combined. The ensuing discussion
included the following points:
a) Only four coursesin S& S will be offered in Spring 2003 and probably only eight
coursesin Fall 2003 since PSY 342 has been delisted.
b) Students should have a*healthy’ selection of S& S or C& C courses. Should R. Cole
attempt to recruit more courses in these areas? Can existing social sciences courses be
modified to fit Intellectual |ssues?
c) Isthe shortage of courses due to retirements or other faculty departures?
d) C. LalLonde pointed to the possibility of merging C&C and S& Sinto asingle
category. R. Mohammadi suggested waiting to find ‘where we stand’ in 11 before making
changes.
e) R.Mandel pointed out that while the total number of seats appears to be adequate,
there is a problem with the distribution. There are plenty of ENS seats, but since the
majority of studentswill have satisfied ENS, they will need something in C& C/S& S.
Thereis, or will be, a backlog in the nonscience area of Il.



Assessment of General Education

R. Mandel pointed out that assessment teams for this year need to get started and the teams
for next year will need to chosen soon. The ensuing discussion included the following
points:

a)What is the status of our request for funds from the Provost? R. Mandel indicated that
any such requests will need to be very specific and indicate the hours and duties to be
carried out by the team members. The proposal submitted last Spring requested nearly
$50,000 for assessment in Year 1 (including about $33,000 for Institutional Research), but
when the proposal went to PPC, they asked that the budget  page be removed. No action
has been taken to provide funding for Y ear 1 assessment.

b)  Should there be a member of the Gen Ed Board on each team as suggested in the
Assessment Plan p.2, part |1, No. 3? After abrief discussion, it was the consensus of the
Board that it is not necessary to have a board member on each team. Rather, the teams
should ‘tieinto’ R. Mandel as the representative of the Gen Ed Board.

c)How should we proceed to assess critical thinking next year? Thisis complicated since a
wide variety of courses qualify for critical thinking. Can we use the exemption exam as an
assessment vehicle? Should the assessment team for critical thinking develop a post-test
and use the exemption exam as a pretest? C. Lal ande suggested using course-

embedded material as much as possible. Can we use asingle question (for example, on a
topic in biology) as an assessment measure? We expect that as students progress, their
responses to the question should indicate amore ‘in depth’ and insightful analysis.

d) Assessment of general education requirements that are unique to Oswego will be
integrated over time.

e) It will bevery important to make sure that the results of assessment get back to the
appropriate departments to help them meet the goals of general education. Assessment is
easier to ‘sall’ to faculty in the professional schools since accreditation isinvolved, but it
may be harder to motivate some faculty in Arts and Sciences.

f) SUNY wants aggregate results of assessment. Some faculty may fear that SUNY
Oswego has different motives. We should try to convince faculty that they have nothing
to fear and that confidentiality will be maintained. Faculty should be encouraged not to
‘teach to assessment’.

g) Will faculty participation in assessment be a consideration for DSI? Thiswill not be
much of an incentive if thereisno DSI next year.

h) Thefollowingisapartial summary of requests by departments for Y ear 1 support:

American History: $1800 plus release time for faculty participants
Mathematics:
English (Writing): $4840 (readers $3825, coordinator $765, expenses $250)

for five readersto read 160 portfolios



Performing Arts: $4200 (leader $2400, three associates at $600 each)

A memo from the Associate Provost and the Gen Ed Board will be sent to all
departments which have faculty who teach courses to be assessed next year. The memo
will ask for specific ideas on how to assess these courses.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert Ballentine

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
October 30, 2003

Minutes

Present: B. Ballentine, D. Bozak, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw, J.
Smith,

I. Mohammadi moved to approve the minutes of 0/24/02. Shaw seconded. Minutes were
APPROVED Y -5 N-O0.

I1. There was discussion about which exemptions maors from Art, Music and Theatre were
entitled to. The nature of the required courses for each major was considered, and it was decided
that the following exemptions should apply:

A. ART: Exempt from FINE & PERFORMING ARTS. Exempt from HUMANITIES.
B. MUSIC: Exempt from FINE & PERFORMING ARTS. Exempt from HUMANITIES.
C. THEATRE: Exempt from FINE & PERFORMING ARTS.

[1l. Colerelated a problem with Continuing Education publicizing in the course bulletin and on
the web that PBJ360: WORKPLACE DISCRIMINATION satisfies General Education.

Deviations for this course were allowed by D. Deal on a one-time basis in Spring, 2002 with the
understanding that the course would be submitted to the GE Board for review. No course
submittal has been forthcoming, but students might be registering under the belief that they will
get GE credit. Cole asked the instructor of record, Tom Ingram, to initiate Program Deviation
forms for students seeking GE credit in Spring 2003, and to submit a course outline as soon as
possible.



IV. The Broadcasting Program Writing Plan was reviewed. Concerns were raised that no
learning objectives were provided. Likewise, there was no clear indication of why some courses
were elementary, some intermediate, and others advanced/research based.

There was also some discussion of whether the Broadcasting submission was not a full plan but
rather aresponse to questionsraised in amemo to F. Messere from D. Deal dated 11 April,
2000. Inthat memo Messere was told that “before giving final approval to the plan...” followed
by a series of questions and arequest for elaboration/clarification, and a conclusion “Please try to
provide answers to these questions as soon as possible, so that the plans can be given fina
approval.” It was concluded that an original Broadcasting Writing Plan was submitted, but not
now in the Board’ s possession, and that the Board was now reviewing the follow up from
Broadcasting, dated 11 March, 2002 to the 11 April, 2000 memo.

A suggestion was made that provisional approval be given until a complete plan was received
from Broadcasting. Mohammadi moved for unconditional approval of the Broadcasting Writing
Pan. Balentine seconded. The Plan was APPROVED Y-4 N-1.

Cole will request that a clean copy of the Broadcasting Writing Plan be submitted for Gen. Ed.
records.

V. The Writing Plans for Communication, Public Relations and Journalism were brought up for
discussion. Thereisno evidence that plans for these majors were approved, and nothing new
appears to have been submitted since the memo of 11 April, 2000.

In the memo accompanying the Broadcast Writing Plan, dated 11 March, 2002, is a quote from
F. Messere that says, “It is my understanding that you have already approved the writing
programs for Human Communication, Public Relations and Journalism.” Since this statement is
at odds with the Board’ s understanding, the Communication Studies Department will be asked to
resubmit the three plans and demonstrate that they satisfy the concerns of D. Deal’s memo of 11
April, 2000.

VI. The Writing Plansfor VTP were reviewed. It was noted that there was no clear breakdown
of courses by category, nor was there an indication of how progression was to take place.

Mohammadi moved and Smith seconded that the VTP Writing Plan be sent back to identify
courses by the three categories. The motion PASSED Y-5 N-0. The VTP Writing Plan was
NOT approved.

Colewill ask VTP to elaborate on which course fall into the categories of Basic, Intermediate,
and Advanced. Clarification will also be requested on where feedback and rewrite opportunities
occur, where thereis critique of self and others, and where longer writing assignments and the
research component appear.

VII. The Oral Communication Plan for VTP was discussed. It was noted that oral
communication was embedded in all the courses at the level of 25% and that VTP312 provided
students the opportunity to evaluate oral discourse. Some Board membersfelt that having an



Oral Communication plan that also called for the cognates of COM210/COM212/COM 240 was
unnecessary since oral proficiency was gained through coursework in the mgjor. There was
disagreement on whether the listing of Communication courses should remainin the VTP Oral
Communication Plan.

Mohammadi moved and Smith seconded acceptance of VTP s plan for the Oral Component of
Basic Communication requirement. The motion FAILED Y-2 N-3.

Klatsky moved and Smith seconded to accept VTP s listed courses as sufficient in meeting the
Ora Component of Basic Communication requirement. The motion PASSED Y -4 N-O.

VIII. Ballentine moved to adjourn. Klatsky seconded.

IX. Next meeting is schedule for 11/7/2002.

Respectfully submitted by R. Cole.

Minutes of Board of General Education meeting, November 7, 2002

Present: R. Ballentine, D. Bozak, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi,
K. Shaw, J. Smith

The meeting was called to order at 3:00 pm.
Minutes of October 30, 2002 were approved

Schedule of meetings for remainder of the fall 2002 semester was reviewed
Thursday, November 14

Wednesday, November 21

Thursday, December 5

Wednesday December 11

R. Cole discussed the status of PBJ 360. This course, submitted by Tom Ingram, was approved
only for one offering as a Human Diversity, Tolerance and Intolerance in the US. The course,
however, is currently listed on the Web in that category. It was agreed that students currently
taking that course will receive appropriate credit. A letter will be sent to the PBJ department
indicating that a revised outline must be submitted.



IST 190/390 (Hart Hall) Global Awareness course was reviewed as fulfilling a Human Diversity
requirement. Students are required to take four, 1 S.H. sections of this course while aresident of
Hart Hall. Mohammadi moved that the 4-course sequence of IST 390 fulfill the GE 98 Global
International and Geographical Awareness requirement, Smith second the motion. The motion
was approved unanimously

A discussion ensued regarding whether the IST 390 sequence can be reconceptualized as an
Intellectual 1ssues course. Mandel said the recommendation should be brought to the Hart Hall
Council.

R. Cole reported on the Math department proposal to drop the proficiency requirement for access
to the Math competency exam. It was noted that the SUNY Board of Trustees requirement for
math includes atest of math proficiency and successful completion of the required math course.
Klatsky moved that representatives of the Math department be invited to the next General
Education Board meeting to discuss that proposal. Motion was second by Mohammadi and
approved unanimously.

The writing plan for Wellness Management was discussed. As that plan is being rewritten the
discussion will be continued at the next meeting

The oral communication plan for Biology was discussed. It was noted that the student evaluation
component was missing from the plan. Smith moved to approve the plan with the addition of the
student evaluation component, Ballentine second. The motion was approved unanimously

There was discussion of the Philosophy oral communication plan. R. Cole to write aletter to the
Philosophy department acknowledging their current use of PHL 442 as part of their plan but the
Genera Education Board iswaiting for the submission of the formal plan

At 4:40 Klatsky moved to adjourn, second by Ballentine. Unanimously approved

SUNY Oswego

Board of General Education
November 14, 2002
Minutes

Present: B. Ballentine, B. Cole, G. Klatsky, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi,
K. Shaw, J. Smith.

|. Meeting was called to order at 3:05.

I1. Minutes of November 7th were approved with minor corrections.



[11. Met with representatives from Math Dept.

M. Groman and T. Tiballi represented the Mathematics Department to discuss
possible elimination of the General Education Mathematics Proficiency test.
A formal proposal was submitted to the Board in writing aweek earlier by
the Math dept regarding the elimination of the Proficiency test.

Doug Deal had written an email in response to a request from Math
to articulate how students' transfer courses in mathematics be evaluated
asit relatesto proficiency. This email from Doug was certainly a draft
and did not represent the opinion of the Board. Two components of this
letter concerned the Math Department:
1. The alowance of MAX-like courses from other schools in satisfying

the math proficiency, which is different than the stated policy

in the catalog about the determination of transfer student

proficiency.

2. Having any math course that satisfies the SUNY Gen Ed's Math
requirement identifying the student as proficient in Math.

The Board position was articulated as follows:
We have no interest in telling the Math department how to determine
proficiency.

If astudent already hasa MAT course that satisfies SUNY's Gen Ed

at another institution, they don't need to take a math course for

Gen Ed here at Oswego. Such a student's proficiency has nothing to do
with gen ed; it isonly relevant if the student has further

math requirements, such as, a cognate. We (the Board) do not believe
that we need to be involved in making policy in such cases.

MAX-like courses at other institutions should only be accepted at Oswego
for identifying the student as proficient if the Math Dept has already
reviewed the course and findsit to be acceptable for that purpose.

The Math department agreed to continue to administer the Proficiency test
for math. Math proficiency is, in part, how our students satisfy the

SUNY -wide math requirement. So, until such time that we have amore
quantitative version of MAT102, we (SUNY Oswego) have to continue to
administer this test and ensure that all students are proficient in math.

Any changesin Gen Ed requirements would have to go through the
governance process and passed by SUNY.

Our Assessment Plan requires us to assess what we currently do. We will need
to meet the SUNY -wide learning objectives for math, without the proficiency
component we can not do so; the current version of MAT102 is simply not
adeguate.



The Math Department intends to update MAT102 so that we no longer need the
proficiency test in satisfying the SUNY's learning outcomes for math. It was
suggested to make such changesin MAT106 as well and not subject those students
to the proficiency test.

V. Announcements.

Cole reported that alink has been added to the General Education web site
to provide the information on the exemption exams (Writing, Computer
Literacy, and Critical Thinking).

Next meeting will be on Wednesday, November 20 at 3:00 in the School
of Business conference room.

V. VTP Writing Plan.

Sue Camp through an email provided additional information requested by the
Board. Mohammadi moved to approve the VTP Writing Plan, Ballentine seconded.
The Plan was approved 5-0-0.

V1. Proper evaluation/documentation of transfer students infused
competencies (critical thinking and computer/information literacy).
The following question was raised:
At what point does the concept of infusion go into effect for transfer students?
Our Admissions counselors need some type of directive to evaluate transfer
students from colleges that handle some requirements through infusion.

Mohammadi made the motion to accept infusion under two circumstances:
1. Infusion has been transcripted on the GETA report from another
institution for the student.
2. The student has completed the degree at another institution that
has an approved SUNY Gen Ed program where one or more components
are identified as infused.

Ballentine seconded. Klatsky moved to table the motion and Smith seconded.
The motion to table was passed 4-0-0.

Mohammadi move to adjourn Ballentine seconded; the meeting adjourned at 4:40.
Respectfully submitted by Rameen Mohammadi.

-Rameen Mohammadi
mohammad@oswego.edu
http://www.cs.oswego.edu/~mohammad
voice: (315)312-2689

fax: (315)312-5424



Genera Education Board Meeting
20 November 2002

Present: B. Ballentine, D. Bozak, G. Klatsky, C. LaLonde, R. Mandel, R. Mohammadi, K.
Shaw, J. Smith

We came to order shortly after 3:00 p.m. in the conference room of the School of Business. The
minutes were moved, seconded, and approved by a vote of 5-0-1.

R. Mandel presented an update on our assessment plans for 2002-2003 and 2003-2004. Each
area being assessed this year will receive a $2000 budget. Mandel will strive to ensure that each
assessment team does not do more than $2000 worth of work. Mandel also noted that our goal is
to have plans submitted from the 2003-2004 groups by the end of next year.

Klatsky moved, Lal onde seconded, and the Board voted to take from the table the 14 November
2002 motion on our policy with regard to infusion. The motion was amended to read as follows:

Effective for students admitted for fall 2003, infusion will be accepted under two circumstances:
infusion has been transcripted on the GETA report from another institution for the student; the
student has completed the degree at another institution that has an approved SUNY Gen Ed
program where one or more competencies are identified as infused.

Klatsky moved acceptance, Lal onde seconded, and the motion passed 6-0-0.

We adjourned at 4:27 p.m. with questions about competency, making change, and McDonald's
at Plovdiv.

Submitted,

C. LaLonde

Minutes of General Education Meeting
December 5, 2002

Present: R. Mohammadi, R. Cole, G. Klatsky, R. Ballentine, D. Bozak, J. Smith, R. Mandel, C.
Lalonde, K. Shaw

Meeting commenced at 3:10 PM



1. R. Colereported to the Board that the 30 credit hour infusion rule for transfer students
was a ‘rule of thumb’ that was devised by Doug Deal to give Admissions transcript
evaluators some guidance on how to properly evaluate potential transfers. R. Cole
advised the Board that we were free to change this guidance if we though it advisable.

2. Discussion commenced on the proposed Procedures for Submitting Undergraduate
Course Proposals document that has been circulated. There is some sense of urgency that
the General Education Board make its position known because discussion regarding
adoption of this document isto take place in Faculty Assembly on Monday, December
10™. 1t is conceivable that a vote might be taken at that meeting to adopt or reject this
proposed change. Several members of the committee voiced their opinions asto how we
have come to this point on campus where there is a strongly held belief that we need a
new course proposal form to streamline the approval process. G. Klatsky made the point
that the proposed form might cause more problems than we have now because the current
form is more precise. C. LalL.onde made a motion that the General Education Board
recommend that a separate Course Objectives section be added to the proposed course
approval template. Much discussion ensued regarding the kinds of information the Board
uses in making its recommendations regarding courses submitted for various Generd
Education requirements. The consensus was that we need the objectives information not
only to adequately conduct our responsibilities to recommend General Education courses
but also to facilitate outcomes assessment of the General Education program. R.
Ballentine seconded the motion and it was passed unanimously.

3. Discussion ensued regarding the advisability of adding back a Course Justification
section to the proposed template. There was much discussion around the issue of
determining frequency of course offering and proposed classsize. G. Klatzky made a
motion to include data on the estimated class size in the proposed template R. Ballentine
seconded this motion and it was approved unanimously.

4. Discussion began regarding recommending a stronger articulation between the Course
Description section and the Course Objectives section of the proposed template. R
Mohammadi made the point that it would facilitate the work of the Board in trying to
ascertain whether a particular course did or did not fulfill the requirements of various
Genera Education areas. The discussion then slued to various opinions regarding
whether or not having a check off box on the proposed template regarding whether or not
the proposed course would be submitted as a General Education course was a good idea
or not. It wasinitialy decided that R. Cole would recommend a change in the wording in
the check off box. R. Mandel made a strongly reasoned argument that we recommend
the check off box be deleted. R. Cole opined that we could deal with some of these
issues after discussion and voting on the proposed template had taken place. For
instance, we could meet with the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee and propose
some changes in the routing procedures for course approval and General Education
category approval. C. LaLonde moved that we recommend the check off box be deleted.
K. Shaw seconded the mation. It passed with 5 yes votes and one abstention.

5. J. Smith asked R. Mohammadi and R. Cole to attend the December 6™ meeting of the
Academic Policies Committee to speak to some concerns about the Intellectual |ssues
component of General Education. They agreed to attend.

Meeting adjourned at 5:16 PM



Submitted by K. Shaw

Minutes General Education Board Meeting December 11, 2002
Attendance: Cole, Mandel, Mohammadi, Klatsky, Shaw, Smith
1. Minutesfrom December 5 meeting approved.

2. R.Colewill email all members some meeting timesin an effort to set a meeting during the
semester break. The purpose of the meeting will be to approve writing and communication plans
aswell as the remaining courses that have been distributed.

3. Report from meeting with APC. R. Cole and R. Mohammadi reported on their meeting with
APC. They noted that APC was concerned about the number of seats, prerequisitesfor Il, as
well astherigor of the Il 300 and 400 level courses.

4. Report from meeting with Priorities and Planning Council. D. Bozak reported on a meeting
of P& PC that he attended with Dean Varhus. P& PC is examing the costs of various aspects of
the programs on campus with GE being one of thefirst to be examed. He distributed a chart with
the various element of GE listed along with an estimate of the

cost. There was much discussion about the meaning of the chart in respect to each element of
GE, should the Board recommend just the SUNY GE, cost of the many transfers that teach
specifically in the GE Program, and the cost of individual GE courses depending on whether of
not they double dip with majors and minors. There were no conclusions about the manner in
which to handle the cost issues.

Meeting adjourned at 3:55 due to lack of quorum. Minutes General Education Board

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
Minutes of January 6, 2003

Present: Ballentine (recorder), Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith
1. Minutesof 11 December 2002
J. Smith moved approval of the minutes of 11 December 2002; seconded by R.
Mohammadi.
The motion passed 5-0-0.

2. Native American Studies 100 (Introduction to Native American Studies) for HD/NWC



NAS 350 was approved last year for Tolerance/Intolerance, but NAS 100 was not acted
upon.
R. Mohammadi moved to approve NAS 100 for Human Diversity/Non-western Civilizations,
seconded by K. Shaw. The motion passed 5-0-0.

3. History Oral Communication Plan
Although listed in the plan, HIS 308 (Writing History: Historiography) has not been
approved at
thistime. J. Smith moved to approve the plan subject to the following:
a. A note should be included in the plan to deal with current history majors who will

not
be ableto enroll in HIS 308 but who will graduate on or before May 2004.
b. The plan should include an explanation about how students will evaluate an oral
presentation whether it be another student’ s presentation or, for example, avideo
tape

Motion seconded by R. Ballentine; passed 5-0-0.

4. Mathematics Oral Communication Plan
The Capstone presentation is quite flexible (e.g., seminar on an independent study project

or

internship, student teaching, etc.). While this puts alot of responsibility on the advisor, it
should

be feasible because of the small number of magjors. G. Klatzky moved approval of the plan;

seconded by J. Smith. Motion passed 4-0-1. A suggestion was made to copy our response to
this

plan to the registrar since thisis a non-course-related requirement.

5. Music Ora Communication Plan
Although there is no clear-cut course plan, most students will complete the requirement

intheir

applied studio courses. Faculty should explain how they plan to document their students
progress.

This should be feasible since there are a small number of majors. Since thisis a non-course-
related

requirement, a copy of our response should be sent to theregistrar. G. Klatzky moved
approval of

the plan, R. Ballentine seconded; approved 5-0-O0.

6. Wellness Management Oral and Writing Plan (minor revision)
K. Shaw moved to accept, J. Smith seconded; passed 5-0-0.

7. Political Science Oral Communication Plan
Some members of the Gen. Ed. Board observed that the devel opmental structure was not
Clear,
and that the length of presentations was not specified. Other members noted that the Board
has



no guideline specifying a minimum length of oral presentations. J. Smith moved approval of
the

plan subject to removal of POL 120 and POL 211 since they are lower-division courses.
Motion

was seconded by K. Shaw. It passed 5-0-0.

8. Zoology Oral Communication Plan
It issimilar to Biology plan which was approved last year. J. Smith moved approval;
seconded
by R. Mohammadi, passed 5-0-0.

9. Modern Language Oral Communication Plan
Students spend much time speaking. Faculty will have assessment forms. Motion by K.
Shaw to
approve the plan seconded by J. Smith; passed 5-0-0.

10. Theatre Oral Communication Plan
Speaking is an integral part of the program. Moation by J. Smith to approve the plan
seconded by
R. Balentine; passed 5-0-0.

11. Music 413 (Beethoven) for the Writing Plan
The Music Department would like to add Music 413 — Beethoven to the approved list of
writing courses. Motion to accept by R. Mohammadi seconded by G. Klatzky; passed 5-0-0.

12. Art 208 (Introduction to Digital Imaging) for Computer Literacy
This courseisrequired for the relatively small number of non-BFA Graphic Arts majors.

Some

members of the Board questioned whether there was enough breadth in the course, but a
similar

course, Art 207, was approved previously. G. Klatzky moved approval, K. Shaw seconded.
Motion

passed 4-0-1.

13. Art 361 (Art, Poetry, and Religion in Medieval Japan) for Intellectual 1ssues/Cultures and
Civ.
Thisis aresubmission after provisional approval. Motion to approve by J. Smith
seconded by
G. Klatzky. Motion passed 5-0-0.

14. Art 366 (Japanese Ink Painting) for Intellectual Issues/Cultures and Civilizations
It is not clear what the issues are in this course, and why there are prerequisites. Motion
to send
back by J. Smith seconded by G. Klatzky. Motion to send back passed 5-0-0.



15. Honors Program
The question hereis how to deal with the general education status of students who drop

out of

the Honors Program. Although the courses available to Honors students were an acceptable
match

for the ‘old’ General Education program, they do not match up very well with the current
Gen. Ed.

requirements. Board membersfeel that students should be able to leave the Honors Program
with a

clear understanding of where they stand with respect to our Gen. Ed. requirements.
Currently, the

Director of the Honors Program meets with students in an attempt to make an equivalence
with their

Honors courses and courses meeting the Gen. Ed. requirements. Some Board members
believe that

there should be a mechanism for these students that doesn’t require them to meet with the
Director.

Since SUNY requires that all students meet the Gen. Ed. requirements, we need make sure

that

students who |eave the Honors Program meet the requirements. 1t was suggested that the
Director of

the Honors Program might establish alist of courses which meet current the Gen. Ed.
requirements.

Should we ask for course descriptions? What about assessment? No action was taken on
thisissue.

Meeting adjourned at 4:01 PM
Respectfully submitted by Robert Ballentine

Genera Education Advisory Council
Minutes of January 30, 2003
3:00 PM

Present: Ballentine, Bozak, Cole, Lalonde, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith

Handouts:

* Agenda

* SUNY GER update from Provost Salins, 1/2/03
* Oswego Gen Ed web page

* Advisor's Brief Guide to GE2000

* Forbes memo

* English Department Oral Competency plan

* CLEP exam information



* Kasle summary of SAC initiative

Minutes of January 6, 2003 were approved, with the addition that Biology 112 was approved for
Knowledge Foundations (Mohammadi moved, Smith seconded), 4-0-1.

1) Spring 2003 schedule will be each Thursday from 3-4:30 with the exception of Wednesday
February 19, 2003 and April 2, 2003 in place of 2/20 and 4/3.

2) Advisor's Brief Guide (and links on updated web page) were used for WinterSession training
and will be used during this semester for additional training sessions, especially for new faculty.
Some minor modifications were suggested: number of liberal arts hours required should be
added to the bulleted list in part I; Transfers who matriculated prior to Fall 2000 and who lack a
degree need to be added as a category of student to consider. Depending upon how long ago they
began, the appropriate Gen Ed program would be at the discretion of the Director.

3) Forbes memo was reviewed. While the focus of the memo was not within the Board's review,
there were related issues:

(2) Instructors were reviewing student's gen ed situation and kicking out students who have not
completed Basic Skills and Knowledge Foundations. Thisis, strictly, the minimum prerequisites
required for Intellectual 1ssues courses, so we have no basisto complain.

(2) The course caps were dropped to zero and add/drops were controlled by the instructors. This
isthe only method available for instructors to control enrollment using waiting lists.

(3) The course was removed from the Web for add/drop. While this should only be done at the
behest of the chair of a department, it again allows for more control over access by the instructor.

The concern of the Board would be that given the shortage of seatsin |1 courses, if (2) isbeing
used to reduce capacity and functionally remove any chance of adding students, then the
instructor is not acting responsibly with respect to enrollments and the needs of the General
Education Program. The enrollments in these courses will be reviewed by the Director in the
coming weeks and if few or no adds have taken place, aletter expressing our concerns will be
sent and an explanation requested of the instructor.

4) The Program Deviation Log was presented. Since nobody wished to micromanage this aspect
of the Director's work, the Council merely oohed and ahhed and remarked on the productivity of
the Director.

5) The English Oral Competency plan is basically an infused plan. Many faculty have checklists
for evaluation of oral presentation/discussions and students are given those rubrics and asked to
use them, especially in the 400-level courses. The plan's conciseness was praised. The plan was
approved (Mohammadi moved, Ballentine seconded), 4-0-1.

6) The Communication Studies oral plan was pulled, so we skipped this agendaitem.
7) The Council has received Sydney Kasle's 1.5 year-end report on the oral competency

initiative. Some discussion ensued regarding those with impairments (physical or psychological)
with respect to speaking (in public) and what accommodations might take place. Discussion also



revolved around how much or little a student can complete of an oral component of a course and
yet still pass the course. Once we are in the position of enforcing oral performanceit is expected
we will see requests for accommodation/deviation.

8) GE Course Approval Guidelines are requested by Salins office by March 19, 2003. A
guestion was raised over arumor concerning statewide standardized testing. As best asis known,
that is only arumor, though a statewide assessment of portions of SUNY -GER was part of the
original GER proposal.

Mohammadi moved, and Ballentine seconded, that we adjourn.
So we did. 4:27 PM.

Respectfully submitted,
David Bozak

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
Minutes of February 6, 2003

Present: Ballentine, Cole, Klatsky, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith
1. Minutes of 30 January 2003 approved 3-0-1.

2. R. Cole noted that he would be going to London as part of a group from Oswego who is
working with Huron University to build aformal relationship between the two schools. Cole
will be discussing General Education. Others also going on the trip include W. Opello, S.
Varhus, L. Karnes, S. Rosow, and H. Zakin.

3. Discussion took place regarding Provost Salin’s request that local campuses submit course
approval guidelines be sent to System Administration by March 19, 2003. Roster changes will
also need to be submitted to the Provost’ s office. Courses approved by local campuses, but
guestioned by the Provost, will be forwarded to the Advisory Council on General Education,
who will then approve the course or mediate.

R. Cole suggested that the guidelines we develop and submit to the Provost should consist of
three sections.

Section 1 would be a statement of the composition and charge of Oswego’s GE Board. The
wording would be largely drawn from the Faculty Bylaws.

Section 2 would discuss the operating procedures of the GE Board. This section would contain
information about the frequency of Board meetings, the format in which courses are to be



received by the Board, and the timeframe within which the Board will render a decision on
course proposals. This section of the guidelines would aso contain category-specific
instruments the Board would use to evaluate course proposals. The instruments would list the
SUNY -GER learning outcomes and be used as a “ scorecard” for determining a course’ s fit
within the category for which it is submitted. The evaluation instrument would aso contain
cross-category items that would allow the Board to consider non-learning outcome elements
(e.g., frequency of offering, staffing, resources, UCC approval, €etc.).

Section 3 of the Board' s guidelines would detail how the GE Board reported the outcomes of
their deliberations. In the case of approved courses, the provost’s office would be notified, as
would the campus registrar, faculty assembly and departments. In the case of courses not
approved, departments would be notified.

The Board asked that R. Cole devel op these guidelines immediately!

4. R. Mandel gave an update on assessment. With respect to this year’ s components, she
reported that assessment of English (writing) was moving along well, with Michael Murphy
spearheading their efforts. Math is presently designing atest to use for their assessment plan. In
the area of Fine & Performing Arts, all four departments are at work. Art and Music have plans
in place; Theatre isin the middle of a program review, but will soon submit a plan, as will
English Writing Arts. The History department has developed exam questions to assess American
History.

Representatives for categories undergoing assessment next year met with Rhonda: Social &
Behavioral Sciences, Natural Sciences, Critical Thinking, and Information Management. She
feels that we have good teams at work on atricky task. Especially difficult will be assessing
Information Management because two of the learning outcomes are diffused across courses.
Matrices will be developed for each course to evaluate how well they meet GE goals &
objectives.

Percentages of students “exceeding,” “meeting,” “approaching,” and “not meeting” the learning
outcomes will be aggregated by category. To the extent possible, individual courses and
instructors will not be singled out. Assessment efforts need to be practical, given constraints
such as time, money, and so forth. We will do the best job we can.

5. R. Mohammadi will pull alist of Advanced-level writing courses for possible sampling for
Information Management learning objectives.

6. R. Mohammadi will pull alist of programmed GE exemptions by major for review by the
Board.

Meeting adjourned at 4.31 PM
Respectfully submitted by Robert Cole




SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
Minutes of February 19, 2003

Present: Ballentine, Cole, Klatsky, Lal onde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw,
1. Minutes of 2/6/03 approved 4—-0-1

2. R. Mandel announcedR. Cole was asked and agreed to continue the position of General
Education Director for two additional years.

3. Memosfrom R. Sego regarding his perceived problems with General Education were
passed out.

4.  Course development submittal guidelines were passed out

5. WIriting Across the Curriculum plans for the Department of Communications Public
Relations and Human Communications majors were discussed
Mohammadi moved to approve, Ballentine second
Plans were approved 5 -0

6. General Education exemptions by major were discussed.
Points discussed were:

The area of exemption for interdisciplinary majors and majors with cognates

Should Education majors be exempt from the Social and Behavioral Sciences knowledge
foundations. Education departments should present a proposal indicating how the courses
in that major meet the Social and Behavioral Sciences learning objectives

Mohammadi moved to exempt Vocational Teacher Preperation majors from the Social
and Behavioral knowledge foundation requirement on the basisthat all students are
entitled to one exemption.

Klatsky second

Approved3—-1-0

7. Klatsky moved to adjourn
Second by Mohammadi

Submitted by G. Klatsky

General Education Board Mesting
27 February 2003



Present: Ballentine, Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Lalonde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith
First comment, in response to the minutes from 20 February 2003: “I love these minutes.”

Mohammadi moves that we accept the minutes, Ballantine seconds, and the motion passes
unanimously.

Operating guidelines for Gen Ed were passed out, read, and ruminated upon. These guidelines
areto be sent on to Albany. “It worksfor me” is heard.

We wondered what to call the courses that are rejected. We settled upon “ Courses not
approved.”

We talked about tinkering with the Appendix in order to have asingle field for Learning
Outcomes, rather than, say, three.

We would also like to add afifth column for that which is not applicable.

Following discussion, Mohammadi moved approval, Smith seconded. Additional discussion led
to the suggestion that we call Appendix A the following: “course evaluation worksheet.”

We next moved to the letter from Professor Seago. Here, and with apologies for your humble
recorder cannot resist, rumination centered on the issue of prerequisites for intellectual issues
courses and any practice of closing admission to these courses. We want to be certain that
students do not find themselves in the unseemly position of having to drop a course at the
beginning of the semester because they do not have the necessary prerequisites. How we can be
certain that they do not find themselvesin that position is, shall we say, tricky.

We agreed that we need more information regarding current practices.

We turned to the SUNY Oswego General Education 2000 checklist and wondered about whether
or not we need to make clear what exemptions have been earned by transfer students with
various degrees from SUNY two-year units. It seemsit would make the checklist too messy, too
cumbersome.

The last labor was to look at the general education exemption(s) granted in each magjor. “None”
presents something of a problem; “Two” too is something we need to be careful about.

Mohammadi moved to adjourn, several seconded, and we adjourned at 4:30 p.m.

Genera Education Board Meeting
27 February 2003



Present: Ballentine, Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Lal onde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith
First comment, in response to the minutes from 20 February 2003: “I love these minutes.”

Mohammadi moves that we accept the minutes, Ballantine seconds, and the motion passes
unanimously.

Operating guidelines for Gen Ed were passed out, read, and ruminated upon. These guidelines
are to be sent on to Albany. “It worksfor me” is heard.

We wondered what to call the courses that are rejected. We settled upon “ Courses not
approved.”

We talked about tinkering with the Appendix in order to have asingle field for Learning
Outcomes, rather than, say, three.

We would also like to add afifth column for that which is not applicable.

Following discussion, Mohammadi moved approval, Smith seconded. Additional discussion led
to the suggestion that we call Appendix A the following: “course evaluation worksheet.”

We next moved to the letter from Professor Seago. Here, and with apologies for your humble
recorder cannot resist, rumination centered on the issue of prerequisites for intellectual issues
courses and any practice of closing admission to these courses. We want to be certain that
students do not find themselves in the unseemly position of having to drop a course at the
beginning of the semester because they do not have the necessary prerequisites. How we can be
certain that they do not find themselvesin that position is, shall we say, tricky.

We agreed that we need more information regarding current practices.

We turned to the SUNY Oswego General Education 2000 checklist and wondered about whether
or not we need to make clear what exemptions have been earned by transfer students with
various degrees from SUNY two-year units. It seemsit would make the checklist too messy, too
cumbersome.

Thelast labor was to look at the general education exemption(s) granted in each major. “None”
presents something of a problem; “Two” too is something we need to be careful about.

Mohammadi moved to adjourn, several seconded, and we adjourned at 4:30 p.m.

Board of General Education
Meeting Minutes



March 6, 2003

Present: R. Ballentine, G. Klatsky, D. Bozak, C. Lalonde, R. Mohammadi, R. Cole, K. Shaw, R.
Mandel, J. Smith

Meeting commenced at 3:10 PM

1.

2.

R. Cole reported that General Education will have an information booth at the transfer
open house session this semester.

R. Cole passed out a handout giving details of the SUNY General Education conference
to be held April 24-25 at the Syracuse Sheraton hotel. He asked if anyone was willing to
attend. R. Colewill attend and R. Mandel said she would attend as well.

R. Mandel reported that transfer students are having great difficulty in finding seatsin
Intellectual 1ssues courses. When transfer orientation sessions are concluded at the end
of July, all of these courses are closed. A period of discussion followed. The Board
recommended closing the Intellectual Issues courses to freshmen and sophomores by
imposing a credit hour requirement (45 semester hours completed). Some board
members suggested that freshmen and sophomore enrollments are probably not the
problem. R. Mandel wondered about the possibility of closing the courses from mid May
until the end of July. By doing this, some of the disqualified students who had enrolled
in the courses would have their seats become open and transfer students would have a
chance to register. There was discussion about the fairness of this to native Oswego
students. There was a concern about the probity of the General Education Board taking
action to close courses without consulting department chairs and individual instructors of
Intellectual I1ssues courses. D. Bozak offered to inform department chairs at their next
meeting on March 11" and to see what their reaction was to this recommendation. Some
discussion followed about how best to present thisto chairs. D. Bozak will mention this
at the meeting.

R. Mohammadi attended a meeting of the executive board of the Faculty Assembly and
reported that when the Board of General Education becomes the General Education
Council there is an expectation that we will report to Faculty Assembly in asimilar
fashion to other councils. There was discussion about how this might happen and
whether the reporter needs to be a member of Faculty Assembly. Some clarification will
be sought from W. Opello, interim chair of Faculty Assembly.

R. Cole requested that the Board take up item #5 of the agenda he provided for this
meeting. This had to do with students who have received an AAS degree prior to the fall
semester of the year 2000. The question is whether to treat them the same as those
receiving a degree after this date by imposing the General Education 2000 requirements
onthem. G. Klatsky made a motion that students who complete an AAS degree before
Fall 2000 be held to the same transfer guidelines as Fall 2000 degreed transfer students.
R. Ballentine seconded the motion. It passed with a5-0 vote in favor of the motion.

Meeting adjourned at 4:25
Submitted by K. Shaw



SUNY Oswego

Board of General Education
March 13, 2003

Minutes

Present: B. Ballentine, D. Bozak, B. Cole, G. Klatsky, C. Lalonde, R. Mandel,
R. Mohammadi, K. Shaw, J. Smith.

|. Meeting was called to order at 3:05.

[1. Minutes of March 6th were approved.

[11. Members were reminded of the April 23rd conference.

V. KF Exemptions + Comp Lit Infusion by major were considered/reiterated.

Art (Studio) HumanitiestArt
Art (Humanities) Humanitiest+Art

ART-BFA HumanitiestArt
ART-Graphics HumanitiestArt
Accounting Socia & Behav
Business Social& Behav
Marketing Socia & Behav
HRM Social & Behav

Management Science  Social& Behav

Applied Math Eco Social&Behav + Math

Antro Social& Behav

Biology Natural Science

Chemistry Natural Science + Comp Lit Infused.
Geo Chem Natural Science

Geology Natural Science

M eteorology Natural Science

Physics Natural Science

Childhood Ed Socia & Behav

Cognative Science Socia & Behav

Broadcasting Socia & Behav
Comm Studies Social & Behav



American Studies Humanities

Computer Sci Math + Comp Lit Infused.
Economics Social & Behav

English Humanities

English Writing Arts  Art+Humanities

French Humanities

German Humanities

Russian Humanities

Spanish Humanities

Human Development  Socia & Behav
Psychology Socia & Behav
Political Science  Social&Behav
Public Justice Social & Behav

Philosophy Psychology Social& Behav+Humanities
Philosophy Humanities

Information Science  Math

History Humanities

Journalism Socia& Behav + ask to make sure the program
director agrees.

Linguistics Socia & Behav

Mathematics Math

Music Art+Humanities

Sociology Social & Behav

Technology Education  Socia & Behav

Theater Art
Voc Tec Social& Behav
Wellness Social& Behav

Woman Studies Social& Behav
Tech Management Math

Public Relations Social & Behav



Indust. Training+Dev  Social & Behav
Mohammadi move to adjourn Ballentine seconded; the meeting adjourned at 4:32.

Respectfully submitted by Rameen Mohammadi.

General Education Council Minutes —4/2/03
Attendance: Baentine, Cole, Lalonde, Mandel Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith

1. Approva minutes 3/13/03 — Minutes were approved with the following changes:
Corrections to the Exemptions — Global Studies Mgor not listed -However,
the decision for the appropriate exemption was tabled until S. Rosow
can be contacted to determine which exemption is best for the major.

All mgjorsin C&I department (Childhood, Adolescence, & TESOL) will be
exempt from social sciences.

2. CLEP General Education Equivalents — Currently students can earn 12sh of credit though
only 6sh isneeded for GE. Thistopic has come before APC. The Academic Policies Council
will recommend that students be permitted to earn 6sh of credit by achieving a score of 50 and
12sh credit for the higher score recommended by CLEP. However, APC will not be making this
recommendation until the council can meet with J. Lalande. C. Lalonde moved that CLEP
guidelines be revised to allow for 6sh credit with a score of 50 and that this credit will meet the
GE requirements for language other than English. R. Mohammadi seconded. The motion
passed.

C. Lalonde moved to table the question of what should be donein regardsto GE’'s
recommendation about the second 6sh of CLEP until J. Lalande can be contacted. Whether or
not the second 6sh applies should be a department decision.

R. Cole questioned about what to do with current deviations for 12sh applying to the humanities
requirement. There was consensus that deviations for this should be discontinued until a policy
IS set.

R. Cole asked about CLEP credit for other GE requirements. It was generally agreed that since
there are so few requests that the decision would be left to individual departmentsfor a
recommendation. The decisions would be made on a case-by-case basis.

3. ANT 480 Human Sociobiology - KF — Social and Behavioral Sciences. C. Lalonde moved to
not approve as the course is not an introductory or broadly based course. K. Shaw seconded.
Motion was approved.



4. ANT 383 Disease and Human Behavior — KF — Natural Sciences C. Laonde moved to not
approve as the course is not an introductory or broadly based course. K. Shaw seconded.
M otion passed.

5. Discussion about recommendations to Anthropology Department concerning ANT 383 and
480. 1t should be suggested to the department that because of the interdisciplinary nature of the
courses they could be retooled and resubmitted as Intellectual 1ssue courses.

6. GER 392 Berlinin the 20" Century — Culture and Civilization. Prerequisites not appropriate
for Intellectual Issues. Course limited to German majors or students with extensive knowledge
of German. B. Baentine moved to not approve as the course does not meet the Intellectual
Issues guidelines. K. Shaw seconded. The motion passed.

R. Mohammadi requested that the current numbers of seats open in GE courses be available at
the next meeting. R. Cole will have them.

Meeting adjourned.
Minutes reported by J. Smith

General Education Council
Minutes for April 10, 2003
English Department Library, 3-4:30PM

Present: Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Lalonde, Mandel, Shaw, Smith

Handouts:

* agenda

* notice of GEC vacancies

* current gen ed open seat listing for Fall 2003

* MAT102 revision and memo

* ACC345 writing course submission and request to delist ACC440 from writing plan
* PBJ360 course submission for Human Diversity

* [1:NS enrollment pattern

Minutes from last meeting held until next GE meeting.
Cole will be at a conference next week, so status of 4/17 meeting TBA

(2) Personnel Policies Council notified of GE Council vacancies for next year, based on the new
composition. If you wish to be re-elected, you should indicate your preference when the
Committee on Committees solicits later this spring.

(2) Open seatsin GE courses for fall, hot off the presses. Generally ok, though very few seats
leftin11:CC or II:SS. Isit timeto revisit theissue of Il as arequirement? The percentage of



waiversisvery low so while we are tight, students are getting courses. This issue may become
pressing if budget deteriorates. Then all non-BoT requirements should be re-examined, not just
the Il requirement.

(3) BIO341 situation revisited. In 3 sections only 1 or 2 students added the course after the
semester began. Instructor may have taken them off the web, a decision belonging to the chair.
If they cannot fill 3 sections, they should offer fewer.

(4) Revision of MAT102 to directly address each of the BoT learning outcomes was approved
(Lalong moved, Klatsky seconded), 3-0-1. The approval aso asks the Math department to
explain how MAT103, 106, and 179 are affected if the proficiency exam is no longer given.

(5) Smith moved, Klatsky seconded a motion to approve the removal of ACC440 from writing
plans and add ACC345 as elective writing plan course. The motion carried, 4-0-0, noting minor
changesto ACC345:

* indicate in the Objectives section that this course devel ops writing skills

* Section V, bullet #2 should say "ACC 345 can satisfy one of the ..." and "and other Business
Administration mgjors.”

respectfully submitted,
David Bozak

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
Minutes of May 1, 2003

Present: Ballentine (recorder), Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Lal onde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw,
Smith

1. Minutesof 2 April 2002 and 10 April 2003

K. Shaw moved to approve the minutes of 2 April 2003 with minor corrections; J. Smith
seconded;

passed 5-0-0. J. Smith moved approval of 10 April 2003 minutes; second G. Klatzky; passed
4-0-0.

2. Director R. Col€e s Report on the Conference on General Education in Syracuse, NY
a. SUNY isdeveloping atemplate for General Education for transfer students.
b. Compared to other campuses, Oswego should feel good about our progress on general
education.
c. Formsareavailable for faculty who want to list their approved general education courses
on the
SUNY web site. Thissitewill help students and advisors find out what courses are
available on
other campuses.



d. R. Colegave an ora presentation on general education abroad.

3. Foreign Language Requirement and Enrollments
a. The most recent registration figures indicate that the pressure on enrollmentsin Foreign
Language will be greater next fall than it was last fall. One reason is that there will be
fewer students under GE98 next fall.
b. The pressureislikely to be greatest in Spanish since some seats need to be held for new
students and since Spanish is by far the most popular foreign language in high school.
More
sections in Spanish would be desirable, but it appears that there are no funds to hire more
Spanish instructors. Instructors in Spanish also need to teach required coursesin the
major.
R. Ballentine stated that it is disturbing that SUNY Oswego may be unable to offer the
sections
necessary for students to complete the language requirement imposed by the college.
c. Someincoming students enroll in Spanish 201 when no seats are available in Spanish
102. Itis
important to screen students carefully because if they are unable to do the work in 201,
they will
not be able to drop down to 102 since there will not be any 102 seats available.
d. Sincethere may be a growing problem finding enough seats for the popular foreign
languages,
R. Cole brought up the idea of accepting one semester of a second language for students
who
were unable to enroll in the second semester of their chosen language. Thiswould give
students
another option to compl ete the foreign language requirement without having to wait a
year to
to take the 102 course. R. Cole pointed out that we already accept two years of two
foreign
languages in high school as sufficient to complete the requirement. J. Smith noted that
education majors must take foreign language through 102.
e. C.LalLonde raised the question as to whether completing two 101-level courses could be
considered the equivalent of completing one 102-level course. He suggested that the
present
dilemma could be considered as an opportunity to get students interested in taking two
semesters
of one of the less popular languages.
f. R. Cole asked if we could use transcripts of incoming students to get an estimate of how
many
need to take 101- and 102-level language courses. A short-term solution might be to
handle the
foreign language requirement by means of a program deviation form.
g. R. Colewill invite J. Lalande of the Modern Language Department to meet with us next
week to
discuss possible options to address the pressure in foreign language enrollments.



Respectfully submitted, Robert Ballentine

SUNY Oswego
Board of General Education
Minutes of May 8, 2003

Present: Ballard, Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith, John Lalande
(guest), Tracy Lewis (guest)

1. Minutesof May 01, 2003 approved 4-0.

2. Guestsfrom the Modern Languages department, John Lalande and Tracy Lewis spoke about
issues related to foreign language GE requirements and seat availability/shortages. They noted
that more students should be placed at the 201 level, becauseit is partly aretread (spiraling) of
102. Studentswith four years of high school foreign language should enter 20, thereby also
satisfying GE Humanities.

Council members pointed out that this would merely shift the shortage to 201 seats and that
shortages will further intensify as most transfer students will now fall under GE2000 and need
Foreign Language at the 101-level. The Modern Languages department will develop arubric for
properly placing students based on their previous level of study.

John Lalande asked for suggestions on increasing the number of students who take classesin
aforeign language other than what they took in high school.

Council members suggested that we be willing to accept a second foreign language at the
101 level, if the student had two years of another language in high school. Thisis consistent
with the Board of Trustees minimum requirement of attaining 101-level competency. Itisaso
consistent with Oswego’ s acceptance of two years of two different foreign languages at the high
school level. The effect might be an increased enrollment in less “trafficked” courseslike
German, Japanese, Portuguese, Chinese, etc. while providing enrollment relief to Spanish and
French. The Modern Languages department was resistant to this idea.

The Council suggested that perhapsin times of limited resources, SUNY Oswego cannot
afford to maintain the requirement of 102 level of competency. Perhaps we should also
encourage greater use of CLEP.

John and Tracy said that is difficult to find adjuncts in Spanish. However, working with the
dean’s office, they have added additional sections of 101/102. The Council will continue to take
snapshots of foreign language seats throughout the summer advisement period to monitor the
situation.

3. MAT103 Symmetries and MAT179 Measuring Life were determined to contain the Learning
Outcomes called for by the Board of Trustees.

The Council voted 5-0 to remove the “proficiency” exam requirement that previously
accompanied these courses.

MAT106 Mathematics for the Elementary Teacher, while no longer linked to a “proficiency”
exam, will continue to maintain a“competency” requirement.



4. R, Cole announced that Provost Salin’s office approved SUNY Oswego's GE course approval
process.

5. R. Mandel gave an update on assessment. Things are moving along well and it appears asif
this year’ s assessment cycle will finish on time.

Meeting adjourned at 4:30 PM
Respectfully submitted by Robert Cole

SUNY Oswego

Board of General Education

Minutes of July 3, 2003

Present: Bozak, Cole, Klatsky, LalLonde, Mandel, Mohammadi, Shaw, Smith

1. Minutes of May 08, 2003 approved 4-0-1.

2. Discussion about a specia section of MUS112 for Music magjorsonly. Letter to be sent to
the department suggesting that a similar course, such as MUS113, be created for majors.
Remind the department that they should not put prerequisiteson MUS317 (HD—TIUS) or
MUHA13 (11—C&C).

3. Ask the Math department to amplify in the nature of the writing assignmentsin MAT210,
MAT 430, & MAT 454, if they are to be added to the Writing Plan. They should also clarify if
they remove the previoudly designated courses (e.g., ECO312, ECO409, etc.).

4. PBJ360 Discrimination in the Workplace was approved for HD—TIUS.

5. COG 166 Intro to Cognitive Science was approved for Critical Thinking.

6. Linguistics Ora Communication Plan was approved.

7. Meteorology Oral Communication Plan was approved.

8. Portuguese 102 was approved for Foreign Language.

9. ART 360 Far Eastern Calligraphy was de-listed from HD—NW-C, at the request of the Art
Department, because of staffing issues.

10. ART 357 Gender and the Visual Artswas approved for 11—C&C.

11. Inresponseto Gerry Oliver’sinquiry, apolicy will be established whereby:



a) Foreign Language requirements are waived for those international students who have entered
the university from countries where English is not the principal medium of education or culture,
or where their education was conducted and documented in alanguage other than English, or a
dialect of

English.

b) The Human Diversity—Non-Western Civilizations requirement is waived for international
students who are from non-western cultures.

Respectfully submitted by Robert Cole



