General Education Committee
Meeting Minutes, January 13, 2025
Attendees: AI Ross, Marty Blackson, David Zuckerman, Kate Im, John Neurohr, Brita Williams, Janie  Zencak, Yoshiko Takahashi
Absent: Mike Gemlin, Elaine Glenn
A motion was made and approved for minutes of the December 2, 2024 meeting.

Chair Report:  Three new members will be coming on to the committee at the January 15 senate meeting.  Pathways and themes have been approved with minor word smithing.  
Capstone Discussion:
A discussion was had on capstone being removed from General Education. Breta asked if we eliminate capstone courses from General Education will it have any impact on any programs or students.  The impact may be counting on it for General Education credit requirements.  AI shared that it will be mitigated by adjusting requirement.  Little to no negative impact on students or programs.   Streamlining general education requirements and it was holding up some students from transferring to a new institution. Programs would have more academic freedom in revisions to capstone.
A motion was made and approved to remove the culminating experience component from the General Education framework. 
Support for removal:
· The General Education committee was charged by Executive Committee to explore removing capstone from General Education
· Streamlines General Education program
· Making it easier for transfer students
· The courses within the culminating experience were not focused specifically on demonstrating or evaluating students’ experiences in General Education. The courses such as Capstones, focused on students’ learning within their major/minors
· Allows programs and departments academic freedom to develop their own capstone learner outcomes without the oversight of General Education. 
· No negative impact on students or programs.
· Removal of the culminating experience from the General Education framework will not create barriers for students to graduate in a timely manner.
· Any Univ 400 course can still remain as a course within their program.
Padstones
AI stated their support of padstones because they have better composition and ability to use library resources. We need a larger picture of the impact of padstones. The survey didn’t provide enough information on the padstone classes.   Brita suggested that our response should have a more targeted survey to get more information. AI added that we could do listening sessions instead to get more information from faculty.  David suggested we get a narrower focus on the survey and pull the faculty responses. Kate was asked to check with Peter to see if we can get more detailed survey information.  The subset we would like to look at is the people that answered that they teach a padstone.  If its ethical the committee would like to review the full data. AI asked if we could get the assessment of padstone info as well. John asked Yoshkiko thoughts on University 101. She shared the survey response from the students has been positive. Is one unit enough, 60% students feel it should be a 2 credit class.   Yoshiko will provide the committee with assessments.  David would like to look at retention rates of students that take a padstone class in their first year by quarter. 
Meeting adjourned at 5pm. 

	

