March 26, 2005

Senate President’s Memorandum to the Faculty Senate

Curriculum Committee Questions on General Education
Senate Options
Dear Colleagues, 


On behalf of the University Curriculum Committee, our colleague, Dr. Darrell Mullins will be bringing to the Senate floor two important and related questions regarding General Education.  As Senator Mullins has related these questions to me, they are:  
“1. What flexibility exists in general education requirements in those categories in which only one course is specified?  For example, as Physical Education 106 is specified as THE requirement for General Education Group IV, how should the University Curriculum Committee respond to a proposal for a new course to fulfill that requirement?”  

“2. With the recent transfer of Dance to the Communication Arts Department, a question has arisen about the humanities category of general education.  Currently, the language of the requirement reads that a student must take two courses from two different departments (emphasis mine).  COMAR requirements, however, use the word discipline.  The question, then, is:  Will a student be barred from taking (for example) CMAT and Dance to fulfill their humanities requirements?”

These are policy questions which the Faculty Senate must address.  To expedite the Senate’s discussion, I would offer these initial answers with some elaboration.

Question 1:  The University Curriculum Committee should bring to the Senate any proposal that would change the policy guiding the choice of which courses satisfy requirements under each category of general education.  Hence, if a department is proposing to add a course to Group IV beyond PHEC 106, it is proposing to change present policy guiding course satisfaction of Group IV.  The UCC lacks the authority to authorize that change on its own.  If it is persuaded that that is a wise change in policy, it must bring that to the Senate in the form of a motion to change policy.

At present, policy is clear: Only PHEC 106 satisfies Group IV.  The same is the case regarding Group I A:  Only Eng 101 and 102 satisfy the requirement and, similarly, only HIST 101 and 102 satisfy Group IIA.

Question 2:  The answer is “yes”, present policy prevents a student from taking two courses from the same department.  Hence, if a student were to take Dance to satisfy Group IB, he or she could not take an additional CMAT course to satisfy the other three credits in Group IB.  The present policy requires a student to select a course from another department listed to satisfy the general education distribution.  

Again, if the UCC believes that a change should be made regarding this policy, it must bring a proposal forward to the Senate for such consideration.  It cannot legislate on its own.


In my view, the language guiding present policy is clear and the inclusion of specific courses under certain categories of general education but not others was done with a judgment of the faculty that for general education purposes only these specific courses will be acceptable for these categories.  This judgment could be revisited but to do so would be to consider changes in present policy.

At the end of the discussion, as President of the Senate, I would like to entertain one of two motions:  
1. The Faculty Senate confirms the President’s answers to the two questions raised by the University Curriculum Committee regarding policy guiding General Education.  

2. The Faculty Senate wishes the president of the Senate to write up a charge to the UCC to deliberate further on these questions and report back to the Senate with recommendations that either confirm or change present policy. 

Or, of course, the Senate could consider some other motion or decide to avoid a motion on the matter entirely. 

Respectfully, 
Michael O’Loughlin

President

Faculty Senate
