
Math Basic Skills Committee of Connecticut 
November 14, 2008, CCSU 

Approved Minutes 
 
Present:     Larisa Alikhanova (TRCC), Alain D’Amour (SCSU), Elaine Dinto (NVCC), 

Lori Fuller (TXCC), Miguel Garcia (GCC), David Gross (UConn), Christina 
Gundlach (ECSU), Marty Hartog (SCSU), Pat Hirschy (ACC), Jeff Kenausis (NCC), 
Steve Krevisky (MXCC), Marlene Lovanio (CTSDE), Jeff McGowan (CCSU), 
Rachael Schettenhelm (GCC), Milaim Tahiri (MCC)  

 
1.  The meeting was called to order at 1:45 pm. 
 
2.  The minutes of the October 17th , 2008 meeting at Tunxis were approved with one abstention 
(D’Amour). (The only correction was to the spelling of Rachael Schettenhelm’s name.) 
 
3.  Announcements 
 
Those who will attend the December 12 meeting at Middlesex Community College should notify 
Alice Burstein, aburstein@mxcc.commnet.edu, by November 28 so she can get a headcount for 
the lunch that will be provided prior to the meeting. 
 
Pat Hirschy attended a meeting of the Standing Advisory Committee to the Board of Governors. 
Transfer articulation agreements were discussed and a suggestion was made for the creation of a 
website that would provide course transfer information among state institutions across 
Connecticut.   
 
David Gross reported that the 3-course sequence MAT 1120/1121/1122 (that covered the material 
of typical Calculus I and II courses) will no longer be offered as of Fall 2009. This will be 
replaced by MAT 1125/1126 entitled Calculus Ia and Calculus Ib respectively. A discussion of 
budget considerations at UConn and elsewhere ensued. 
 
Christina Gundlach mentioned that the project of online hybrid developmental mathematics 
courses at ECSU has been shelved. The committee engaged in a discussion about online 
mathematics courses. Among other things, participants mentioned the following: 

• The way instruction is delivered and the presence or absence of on-campus  requirements 
complicate transfer issues.  

• Most of the time, transcripts do not indicate that a course was taken online. 
• Community colleges have a separate code for online courses; however, it is for internal 

use only and it does not appear on transcripts. SCSU has a similar designation. 
• Depending on the institution, Chairs, Admissions Offices and Registrars may all handle 

transfers (either before or after the course is taken) which makes it difficult to achieve 
consistency unless official policies are in place.  

• Miguel Garcia mentioned that Gateway assembled a faculty panel that will review online 
teaching practices. 

• Alain D’Amour asked for advice from participants about transferring online courses from 
Charter Oak College.  

 
4. Old Business 
 
All 12 community colleges have agreed on Intermediate Algebra student learning outcomes (not 
to be confused with objectives). They are very broad in nature. Pat Hirschy will bring them to the 
next MBSCC meeting for discussion. The Math Issues Committee is discussing Accuplacer 
issues and this will also be brought up at the next MBSCC meeting. Christina Gundlach stated 



that some CSU faculty had met last year and established that Intermediate Algebra outcomes 
were pretty uniform across the CSU system. 
 
5. New Business 
 
Marlene Lovanio outlined the new CT State Department of Education Secondary School Reform 
package. This reform includes three important components: 

• Student Engagement and Support Services (a lot of individual attention provided to 
students such as individual student planning and capstone experiences that are tailored to 
their individual interests) 

• 21st Century Skills (including problem solving, use of instructional technology, etc) 
• Rigor (new graduation requirements for STEM disciplines and the Humanities; in 

particular, 4 credits (i.e. 4 years) of mathematics will be required, namely Algebra I, 
Geometry, Probability and Statistics or Algebra II, and an additional course beyond that 
level.) 

It is not clear what the 4th year of mathematics would look like for the non-calculus crowd. As 
part of the objectives of this package, the state is intent on developing a specific model 
curriculum for algebra that will be assessment based, and hence setting the stage to “define” 
algebra across Connecticut. State exams that will serve as final exams will be administered 
toward the end of each academic year in Algebra I and Geometry. They will count for 20 % of the 
student’s grade and be graded locally by the schools.  
 
An RFP will soon be issued by the state calling for applicants to come together by June 2009 and 
develop an innovative Algebra I curriculum that reflects the aforementioned components.   
 
Though the original intent was to observe an 8-year implementation plan, a 10-year window   
appears more realistic at this point. 
 
A number of remarks were made by members, including the fact that Algebra II will still not be a 
high school graduation requirement. A discussion about placement and college preparedness 
ensued. It was also suggested that colleges be kept in the loop in order to achieve alignment with 
this new package. A few members brought up the New York State Regents model, but Marlene 
said that Connecticut stepped away from that idea because of financial considerations.  
 
On a different note, Marlene mentioned that the State Dept of Education was in the process of 
updating its certification requirements to teach high school mathematics in Connecticut. Some 
members complained about the current requirements that allow candidates to apply very low level 
mathematics courses toward the 30 credits needed to obtain certification. Such abuses include 
counting Prealgebra, or counting Intermediate Algebra, College Algebra and PreCalculus, or 
taking several flavors of calculus that are all taught at the same level. Marlene asked for those 
who were interested in this discussion to stay after the meeting to give their input on the matter. 
 
Meeting was adjourned around 3:30 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted by A. D’Amour 
 
 
 
 


