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Veronica Dujon and Patrick Crane, from the HECC, opened the meeting with a synopsis of the 
presentations to the Commission and State Legislature on the progress of the Transfer 
Workgroup, and confirmed that the Commission approved the draft HB 2998 report for the State 
Legislature. Patrick also discussed his meeting with the community college presidents where the 
presidents indicated a desire for the 17 community colleges to agree upon a common set of 
courses that compose the foundational curricula. 
 
Veronica and Patrick then solicited feedback from the Workgroup on the draft HB 2998 report. 
Workgroup members asked that a recommendation be added to the report on funding to sustain 
the work of the discipline-specific USTA workgroups. The discussion then quickly moved to the 
processes for adopting and implementing the foundational curricula, and the content of the 
foundational curricula. 
 
Frances White from the University of Oregon reported that UO’s faculty senate officially 
approved the foundational curricula, while Tad Shannon and Cindy Baccar noted that neither 
WOU nor PSU believed their faculty senates needed to grant formal approval. Several 
Workgroup members remarked that different institutions would follow different approval 
processes and that formal approval of the foundational curricula would be more important at 
some campuses, while gaining informal buy-in from faculty and staff would be more critical at 
others. Several community college representatives expressed concern that many at community 
colleges had little knowledge of the proposed foundational curricula and questioned how 
information would be disseminated. There was consensus in the Workgroup that there needs to 
be a cohesive message. 
 
In terms of foundational curricula implementation, Workgroup members renewed calls for an 
oversight body that would resolve disputes over articulation of the curricula and the courses they 
comprise, and make necessary changes to the curricula. The need to determine how the 
foundational curricula will be notated and clearly communicated to students was also raised.  
 
Anne Haberkern from PCC articulated a number of concerns, echoed by others, regarding the 
content of the foundational curricula, including: 

1) Should the FCs include two writing courses? If so, should WR 122 be required? Should 
technical writing count? 

2) Should Math 111 be included as a recommended course in the FCs? 
3) Should Cultural Literacy be its own category? 
4) If students take as many as 43 credits to complete the foundational curricula, but are only 

guaranteed that they satisfy 30 credits of general education at universities, are we 
building credit loss into the model? 
 

There was some disagreement about whether or not to keep the requirement to take two writing 
courses. Some university representatives noted that most of their bachelor’s degrees required 
WR 121 and 122, and the importance of completing 122 early. Others argued that many majors 
do not, in fact, require WR 122, and, that the foundational curricula are not intended to be full 
first-year curricula. However, if the second writing requirement were to be removed, some were 
concerned that the foundational curricula credit total could fall below 30 credits, which would 
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not meet the mandate of HB 2998 and may cause problems for PSU. After some discussion of 
the impact of removing the second writing course from the FC, Workgroup members agreed that 
there were no lower division collegiate math courses at community colleges of less than four 
credits, thus ensuring a minimum of 30 credits even without the second writing course. Other 
recommended ways to address concerns included highlighting that the foundational curricula do 
not satisfy all general education requirements at universities, and students will likely want to take 
additional courses at a community college before transferring, and that the foundational curricula 
should emphasize course transfer rather than credit transfer, as credit totals for the same or 
similar courses vary among community colleges and universities.  
 
While there appeared to be consensus at the end of the meeting about changes to the foundational 
curricula, a number of Workgroup members were no longer present, nor was an official vote 
taken. Other unresolved issues identified by the group for further discussion include a 
communications strategy for the FCs, membership and authority for future transfer oversight 
groups, and the selection process for USTA workgroup members.   


