
CSU Math Basic Skills Committee 
November 22, 2002 

Minutes 
 
Present: L. Alikhanova (TRCC), K. Bavelas (MCC), A. D’Amour (SCSU), E. Dinto (NVCC),    

M. Garcia (GCC), A. Grandgeorge (MCC), P. Hirschy (ACC), J. McGowen (CCSU),    
M. Merriweather (SCSU) 

 
1. Meeting called to order at 1:40 pm. 
 
2. Minutes from the October 2002 meeting were approved (motion by J. McGowan, P. Hirschy 

second). 
 

3.    There was a lengthy exchange on the Elementary Algebra / Intermediate Algebra sequence.  
J. McGowan explained the various changes CCSU implemented in the developmental area. For 
instance, Elementary Algebra was increased to a 4-credit class (and evidence seems to indicate 
that the passing rate increased as a result). These credits are averaged into the student’s GPA, but 
they do not count toward graduation. Also, some sections of Intermediate Algebra are earmarked 
for students who are repeating the course; this allows a slightly different pedagogical approach. 
CCSU also offers a combination 4-credit course Elem. Alg./Int. Alg.; if they succeed, students 
then get credit for Intermediate Algebra. This combo course naturally moves faster and in order to 
sign for it, students are required to sign a “contract” and write a paragraph on why they wish to 
take the course. 
 
4.   Attendees discussed issues of transferability between (or within) systems and uniformity in 
developmental courses. It was brought up that in many states (including Massachusetts), colleges 
and universities do not offer any developmental courses. In some Midwestern states, College 
Algebra is the lowest-level course being taught in colleges. 

 
5.  The discussion then shifted to the issues of oversight of developmental sections taught by 
adjuncts as well as policies regarding common final exams in developmental courses. For the 
latter, at CCSU, common finals are given and group-graded. Students must earn a grade of 60% 
or more on the final in order to pass the class (so the final serves as a gateway exam). But 
instructors are not required to make the final exam count for any specific percentage of the final 
grade for the course. SCSU gives common finals, but they are individually graded and no 
minimum score is required to pass the course; this is likely to change in a near future. The 
discussion of oversight of adjuncts included classroom observations, required student evaluations 
of faculty, meetings with a full-time developmental coordinator to discuss issues like the use of 
technology in the classroom, etc. 
 
6.  Assessment issues were briefly discussed (the idea of creating portfolios for students, 
collecting exams and sample materials from courses, etc) 
 
7.  Turning to the spring 2002 conference, committee members agreed that grass- root efforts to 
establish contact between college faculty and high schools are problematic given the limited 
resources (human and otherwise) at the committee’s disposal. Nonetheless, ideas were bounced 
around such as using graduate students (who are already teaching) as high school liaisons, 
making contact through adjuncts who teach in high school, concentrating efforts on main feeder 
schools, attending high school open houses when college options are being promoted, etc 
 
 



 
8.  The committee has opted for a more global approach to affecting change in our state’s 
mathematics education. Without abandoning the idea of creating contact with local schools, 
committee members agreed to concentrate their efforts on lobbying at the State Department to get 
a requirement of 4 years of mathematics in high school (at least one of which should be Algebra 
I; in fact any combination that would ensure solid arithmetic skills and at the very least, basic 
algebra skills). In the same vein, it was felt that UConn and the CSU’s  should help support 
CAPT by instituting some admissions policy that (at least minimally) rewards a student who 
passed or even did well on the test. As of now, the test has no teeth and students are not 
particularly encouraged to perform well on it. At some point in the future, CAPT may wound up 
being an exit exam (as in Massachusetts). It was also mentioned that in 2004 or 2005, SAT will 
include material up to Algebra II. 
 
9.  The committee decided to collect data in order to explore the impact of the CAPT and its value 
as a predictor of student performance. This January, members will collect information on 25 
randomly-chosen college students who were admitted this fall and took the CAPT. The 
information gathered will include: 

i) CAP score 
ii) Last mathematics course taken in high school 
iii) Last year in high school a mathematics course was taken 
iv) Class rank in high school 
v) Placement result in college 
vi) Grade earned in first college mathematics course (A through F; leave out W’s) 
vii) SAT score 

 
10.  The spring schedule for MBSCC meetings is as follows:  

i) February 21, at Gateway 
ii) March 28, at CCSU 
iii) April 25, at Gateway 

 
11.  The next meeting will be on December 13th, 2002 at 1:30pm at CCSU. The agenda will 
include a spreadsheet format for the data to be collected this spring, planning an invitation to be 
extended to Mari Muri (as a first step in our lobbying efforts), more on local efforts to reach out 
to high schools).  
 
 
Submitted by A. D’Amour 


	Minutes

