Minutes of GE Committee Meeting December 13, 2007
GE Committee approved Nov 15, 2007 minutes.

Present: Beal, Ellis, Levitan, Weiner, Malanga, Sheffield, Peterman, McCallum, Griswold, Tesfaye, Wahrman,
Rabbitt, Hahn.

Guest: Esther Martinez.

), Levitan: reported that she and Peterman had met with the Provost re: comprehensive state-wide transfer
agreement (NJPC) and how this will affect GE as well as graduation requirements. After passing to committee
members Final NJPC Draft -12/3/07, she cautioned members not to dwell into graduation requirements for now,
particularly foreign language, but move quietly as it might generate territorial claims and counterclaims. That
the committees focus on envisioning GE requirements rather than face controversial topics, the exceptions
being as far as GE is concerned the non-western and first year requirements.

1. Peterman: urged the committee that in this interim space the effect of the changes due to MJPC Agreement
on graduation requirements (about 10% will graduate) will only affect a few students and that we need to limit
the number of changes in graduation requirements.

R. McCallum: raised the important issue of transfer students and NJPC Agreement and how this would affect
graduating requirements of students..

J. Peterman: noted that the GE committee was working in a time of lots of curriculum changes and that up to
50% of incoming students could be transfer while some 20% will be entering for a normal four years degree. He
added that overall during the interim period the fewer changes in terms of graduating requirements the better.
He underlined that graduation requirement, by and the large, should be left to the Undergraduate Council and
that the role of the GE Committee should be limited to one of advisory. However, if the matter is pressing then
in the spring semester the committee can revise it.

K. Rabbitt: reminded the committee to focus on the larger and broader objectives of the university and that the
foreign language requirement was somewhat a proficiency requirement, unlike other courses, and thus can
mores easily pulled and set aside. K. Rabbitt urged that the committee refer the matter to the Undergraduate
Council and that the question needs to be looked at the university level.

5. Hahn: Urged the GE committee to be aware of the issues involved in the NJPC Agreement and to leave the
foreign language requirements issue to the Undergraduate Council. He concurred with K. Rabbitt that initially
the foreign language requirement was language proficiency requirement. But he also added that in the future
the issue could be revisited if the President of the university initiates a university wide debate.

M. Wahrman: raised the issue of handling two population groups at the university; those required to take
foreign language and those that are not. J. Levitan and J. Peterman informed the committee that the best that
one could do is ease the transition for them and that since the rules change the university must also change







