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Senate Committee on Educational Policy 
Minutes 

November 1, 1985 

William Hanson, Susan Collison, Brenda Ellingboe, Marvin 
Mattson, Mary Young, Ian Maitland, David Lutz, Michael Root, 
Lawrence Goodman, Tom Daniels, Gretchen Kreuter (staff), 
Patricia Thomas (staff), (Van Gooch via phone). 

The minutes were approved as circulated. 

Announcements: Patricia Thomas, the Administrative Fellow hired to assist 
SCEP one-quarter time, was introduced. 

General College: The remainder of the meeting was devoted to a discussion 
of consideration of appropriate actions to take with respect to the General 
College Commitment to Focus proposals and to University nontraditional 
learning opportunities in general. 

The following six points were summarized from General College documents 
by William Hanson: 

1. General College faculty will reluctantly give up the Associate of 
Arts Degree and their certificate programs. 

2. Faculty will give up the baccalaureate degrees but recommend that 
the degree programs be retained within the University system. 

3. General College is an entry point for underprepared students. 

4. General College provides an opportunity to develop the talents of 
these students. 

5. General College facilitates a smooth transition to other programs 
inside and outside of the University. 

6. The College sees a research role for its faculty by locating a 
Center for Research in General College. 

Professor Hanson also presented a 1 etter to the Board of Regents, 
written by President Keller, which addresses these concerns. There was no 
disagreement in the General College documents and Keller's letter concerning 
issues three, four, and five; no reference was made to issue six in Keller's 
letter. Professor Hanson suggested discussing, as a Senate committee, 
whether a position should be taken on General College before the November 7 
Regents' meeting. 

David Lutz asked what other committees were doing. William Hanson said 
the Consultative Committee was not doing anything on this. 

Michael Root asked how the Inter-College Program (ICP) and the 
University Without Walls (UWW) compared to the General College BA programs. 
Lawrence Goodman explained that the University College's two programs were 
competency-based programs which allowed students to construct their own 
programs and take courses which crossed college 1 i nes. Professor Goodman 
stated that General College provided an entry point for students whose 
coursework is deficient, whose backgrounds are exception a 1, and who are 
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older than the average student. He suggested that a pre-University remedial 
institution should be centered in General College, thus relieving the 
University departments of some of this burden. 

Discussion then turned to discipline-based degrees and whether the 
University should offer students nontraditional programs. Tom Daniels said 
those programs were necessary and that the structure of the University 
College cannot support those programs fully at present. It has no faculty 
or courses of its own. Only General College has the structure necessary to 
provide this support. Ian Maitland suggested that it was almost perverse to 
limit courses to a narrow subset where there is so much diversity within the 
University. He said there should be more flexibility within the CLA and 
Biological Sciences interdisciplinary programs. 

Michael Root stated that the aims of the two General College degrees be 
described and then SCEP should suggest the University meet those aims. Tom 
Daniels stated his concern for the place of the nontraditional student who 
was different from other degree students. Marvin Mattson questioned what 
the University's commitment to these programs was and urged SCEP to address 
the issue of nontraditional degree programs. 

After it was suggested that a resolution, based on the discussion, be 
drafted, Michael Root noted that this follows a tradition of SCEP being 
concerned about the University's redirection away from undergraduate 
education. Ian Maitland urged that SCEP and the other Senate committees and 
Commitment to Focus task forces seriously consider the implications of the 
Commitment to Focus document and make recommendations to the Senate, 
administration, and Regents in a timely fashion. 

The Center for Research was not discussed in detail at this time 
because the issue was not on the agenda for the November Board of Regents 
meeting. However, Mary Young suggested that the faculties of General 
College and the College of Education discuss the research center. There was 
some concern expressed about the form of the research, the role of General 
College faculty, and the rewards and recognition needed by the General 
College faculty. 

It was decided that William Hanson would read the approved resolution 
to the Regents at their November 7 meeting. 

Next meeting: The next meeting will be Friday, November 22, at 
3:15p.m., in room 626 of the Campus Club. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:06 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Patricia Thomas 
Administrative Fellow, SCEP 


