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Graduate Council (GC) discussed the proposal for a department of Environment, 
Sustainability, and Health Equity (ESHQ) in CHASS at their November 18, 2021 meeting. 
While GC felt this could be a great program, there are specific concerns related to the 
proposed name of the program and the offering of a BS degree. The department name 
starts with “Environment” and yet the only faculty from CNAS is a statistician, meaning 
the faculty composition of the proposed department doesn't reflect the scientific expertise 
implied in the name and the proposed program. Despite the proposal including a BS 
degree in topics that sound scientific, there is no systematic training in STEM (this is in 
contrast to other BS degrees offered in similarly named majors at other institutions). There 
were concerns that there are misleading overlaps in the description of the department 
and the majors with the already existing Environmental Sciences department/major in 
CNAS. It does not appear that the program is put together to deliver what is being 
advertised in the proposal as it offers only a very shallow/basic introduction to 
environmental issues. The listed general Environmental Science courses will not provide 
students with the level of mastery needed to successfully engage in the workforce as 
described in the proposal. The set of more cohesive courses listed under the BS degree 
are related to climate specifically, which is a very different topic than environmental 
pollution (hence the confusion of why there is an emphasis on the word "Environment" 
rather than "Climate" or just "Sustainability" in the name). GC noted that there are no 
Psychology courses in the curriculum. GC felt this could be a great program with better 
participation from other colleges and schools. The future of a BS+MS that is not yet 
proposed is concerning, given lack of a coherent training in STEM at the BS level. The 
GC was supportive of the BA offerings. We understand that several potential proposed 
faculty have affiliations with the medical school so we suggest underscoring those pre-
existing relationships, which were not explicit in the text of the proposal, and are important 
to mention as further evidence of the unique strength of the approach to the sciences. 
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