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Graduate Council reviewed the report and proposal of the Senate Ad Hoc General 
Education Review Committee at their December 9, 2021 meeting. The Council felt that a 
definition of General Education, what general education courses are, and how General 
Education relates to courses within a major might be useful to add to the beginning of the 
proposal. The Council was concerned about the proposed increase in credits for 
engineering students. There was also concern that the science requirements for CHASS 
students were being reduced. Furthermore, the definitions of course categories could lead 
to such science requirements being satisfied without taking a course taught by an actual 
scientist, leading students to miss that key perspective, which of course is one of the chief 
purposes of GE requirements. One can similarly visualize CNAS students fulfilling 
humanities or social sciences requirements primarily from CNAS courses. The proposal 
also has a very narrow view of course categories (only 5). Moreover, how did these five 
categories come about, especially “History,” which might over-represent one of the 
disciplines/departments on campus? Conversely lumping technology and nature together 
does not really make sense and combines multiple large areas of study. Students already 
take many courses that fulfill many of the requirements the ad hoc committee was trying 
to accomplish. The Council commended the proposal’s approach to thematic tracks and 
co-teaching; however, there were concerns about the proposal’s emphasis on rubrics and 
creation of potential paperwork, and the formation of another committee. What is the goal 
of this? The Council was extremely concerned about the deletion of the foreign language 
requirement. The Council believes this requirement is fundamental and would like to know 
which students are complaining about the requirement – students who already speak 
multiple languages or English-only-speaking students who don’t want to learn another 
language? The Council would like to see a better justification for removing this 
requirement from the curriculum. The Council did not find the argument compelling for the 
proposed addition of upper division course requirements. The Council found the approach 
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to general education very bland and meaningless as opposed to, for example, a 
requirement about theories about knowledge or approaches to knowledge, including the 
role of the university in the production of knowledge. The Council would like to know what 
this proposal means for TAs, the number of TAs, and the distribution of TAs across 
colleges. It appears that the ad hoc committee used statistics from surveys of 2300 
students; the Council felt it was very important that this survey data be analyzed by 
college to ensure that the views of various stakeholders are not lost in the averaging 
process. 


