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Two-Course (Breadth & Depth) Model
Pros: Students experience a threshold level of broad coverage of all 7 areas through a comprehensive course while being able to exercise student agency by choosing one area to study in greater depth; Allows participation in teaching these courses much more widely across the University by including both faculty who want to teach all 7 areas and those who just want to go in depth in 1 area (many more faculty and academic units for the latter) with a more specific thematic focus for their course related to any area of history, economics, civic engagement, Constitution, founding documents, governance, or courts, which could be related to many disciplines or fields of study
Cons: Students will not gain equally deep exposure to all areas; Comprehensive course would have to cover all 7 areas in one course; Compared to one-course model, students would have to take 2 of their GE courses in this area, which could be seen as disadvantage since this would leave only 5 of 7 courses to be taken in other areas of Gen Ed for BC & EP credit; Compared to Foundations and A/B models, faculty interested in teaching multiple attribute outcomes, but not all of them, would have to offer their courses in the depth category along with many other courses that are just focused in-depth on one outcome

Two-Course (A&B) Model
Pros: While courses on each A and B list would still cover multiple areas, they would only have to cover some of them (either set A or set B), rather than all 7, so there would be more time available to spend on each area of study, compared to a single course model or a comprehensive course in a breadth and depth model; Students would receive a more consistent level of exposure to each of the 7 areas that could be approximately twice as much time on each outcome as in a single or comprehensive course; Allows participation in teaching these courses by faculty who would like to teach multiple, but not all, of the 7 areas of the attribute
Cons: Compared to one-course model, students would have to take 2 of their GE courses in this area, which some may view as a disadvantage since this would leave only 5 of 7 courses to be taken in other areas of Gen Ed for BC & EP credit, unless additional units are added to the GE curriculum; If both are required to be Building Connections courses, or replace them in the curriculum, this would leave only 1 out of 3 current courses in BC; Students would not have the opportunity to go in depth into one area of their own choosing; Only faculty who are interested in teaching all the outcomes covered on either the A or B list (although this is fewer than all 7 outcomes) would be able to participate; It may prove challenging to designate fixed A and B groupings of the 7 outcomes that align with faculty interests or expertise if the preferred groupings vary too much

One-Course Model
Pros: Students address all 7 areas through a single comprehensive course in Building Connections, thereby leaving 6 out of the 7 EP & BC courses to be taken in other areas so that students are able to choose more widely from across the entire GE curriculum; From a department and college perspective, since all students would address the attribute in a single course, there is less effect on enrollments in other GE courses across the University 
Cons: Students will not gain in-depth exposure to any of the 7 areas, since the entire attribute is covered in a single course; Not as many faculty across the University are able to participate in the attribute, because only courses that address all 7 outcomes will count for the attribute; Taking only one course for this requirement means students would have less course work, and less scaffolding, than for other ABOR assessed areas 

Foundations Model
Pros: The Civic Learning requirement would receive greater emphasis in the GE curriculum by elevating it to the same status as other Foundations areas; Courses meeting this requirement would not compete directly with other courses in the EP & BC part of the GE curriculum since they would be in their own category; Designated combinations of 1-3 course groupings that meet the requirement would give students a relatively limited menu of options that might be easier to navigate than another complex attribute layered onto the existing EP & BC array of courses
Cons: Students would have to take 3-9 more units total for General Education, unless there are reductions in other parts of the GE curriculum to compensate, such as in Building Connections, which would result in less demand for courses in those categories and students not receiving the learning benefits of taking those courses; Lists of options that are manageable for a relatively small number of courses could become unwieldy if the number of options that meet this Foundations requirement expands significantly, in which case an attribute model could be easier for students and advisors to navigate
