
GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 
Minutes – February 6, 2008 

 
The General Education Committee met on Wednesday, Feb 6, 2008, from 12:00 to 1:00  p.m. in the Administration 
Building,  Room 244.   
 
Present: : Ex-Officio:  Sue Jones (Official Publications),  Danay Phelps (Provost Office), Valerie Paton (Provost 

Office).  Members: Dorothy Chansky (Visual and Performing Arts), Gary Elbow (Honors),  Ernest Fish 
(Agricultural Sciences and Natural Resources), Miles Kimball (Arts & Sciences, Faculty Senate) ,  Tom 
Kimball (Human Sciences), Linda Krefting (Business Administration), David Lamp (Arts & Sciences), Comfort 
Pratt (Education), Roger Saathoff (Mass Communications),  Ben Shacklette (Architecture), Ray Desrosiers 
(presiding).  

Members Not Present: Frank Durso (Arts & Sciences).  
 
I. Announcements 

• Next  GEC meeting: Wed, Feb 13, room 244. 
• Presentation by Valerie Paton on the THECB Core Curriculum Report: this report from the 

Coordinating Board identified several concerns in the TTU Core Curriculum related to the state 
recommendations.    The report was never transmitted to the GEC prior to this date.  Valerie wants the  
GEC to review the report and identify actions taken by the GEC but never officially recorded relevant 
to the issues raised.   Desrosiers and David Roach will meet to respond to this request.   

• Items in the THECB report relevant to the course review procedure: (1) The Coordinating Board 
states explicitly that courses with prerequisites that are not part of the core “are not appropriate” and 
that    (2) “The university should review its approvals of upper-division courses for appropriateness”.  
The GEC will use these as guidance in the development of future policy regarding course approval. 
 

 
II.  New Business 

• Additions to the GEC website: it was proposed  that in the future all instructors of a core course must 
post a syllabus on the GEC web site every term in which that course is offered.   The details of file 
format,  naming convention, and submission procedure will be discussed with Sam Segran and his 
staff. 

• Implementation of the Prerequisite Policy: subcommittees examined the course lists in the 2007-08 
catalog in categories D. (Technology & Applied Science), E. (Humanities), F. (Visual & Performing 
Arts), and G. (Social & Behavioral Sciences) specifically to identify courses that have prerequisites 
which already satisfy the category.    Partly as a result of the discussion of the THECB report, some 
members felt that we should consider the issue of upper division courses as well as the issue of 
prerequisites.   The consensus of the GEC was to  issue a request to all department chairs (via the 
Deans of the respective colleges) to themselves offer to trim the number of courses in their areas.    
Courses with prerequisites and all 3000, 4000-level courses should be examined critically for 
appropriateness, understanding that any courses that remain in the core will require substantial 
reporting requirements in the future.   The formal motion:  

 
Once the student learning outcomes have been approved for each core category, they need to be 
incorporated in the syllabus of each course approved for the category.  The GEC will ask each 
college to provide a proposal for stripped-down offerings in core categories, an indication of the 
number of students that can be accommodated in each course, and the syllabi which include the 
student learning outcomes appropriate to the core category.  There will be continuing obligations 
to report on and possibly make changes to the core curriculum courses. 



 

 
• Catalog Issues:  Sue Jones is concerned that the rapid changes occurring in the core will overwhelm 

advisors as well as cause problems during registration if, as current policy dictates, any changes 
approved by the GEC may be implemented immediately.   It was suggested that this “fluid” model, 
although of great benefit in terms of flexibility during normal times, may be impractical under the 
present circumstances in which many changes will be made just as the deadline for the catalog copy 
arrives.   It is suggested (and probably requires approval by Academic Council) that a “step” model be 
implemented in which changes approved by the GEC are implemented only at  specified times during 
the academic year. 

• Category B. Mathematics:  One of the blanket statements on page 41 of the catalog was replaced at 
the Jan 16 meeting by a specific list of courses.   That list did not include MATH 1320 because that 
specific course was referenced by the very next statement.   This has caused confusion.   To resolve 
that issue the following changes were recommended by the GEC: 
 
The two statements 
“  MATH – All mathematics courses above 1300, except 3430”   and 
“MATH  1320 or MATH 1300 or MATH 1420 (only 1 of the 3); or any math course 1321 or higher, 
except 3430” 
 
Should be replaced by: 
 
“MATH 
1300*/1320*/1321/1330/1331/1350/1351/1352/1420*/1430/1550/2300/2345/2350/2360/2370/2371. 
Only one of the courses marked with an asterisk can be used to satisfy a portion of this core curriculum 
requirement.” 

• Category C. Natural Science: the review of this category published in the Jan 16 minutes was based 
on the policy in effect prior to the SACS issue which involved removing courses for which we had no 
syllabi or for which the syllabi did not adequately address the core category statement.    This entire 
category will be revisited after the Core Competency committees have responded.  The results 
published for this category in the Jan 16 minutes are rescinded. 


