Computer Technology 
Advisory Committee Meeting 	
January 30th, 2026
[image: BF logo letterhead]

Computer Technology -MINUTES
January 30, 2026, at 8:00 AM
Clark College JSH Room 244

Members Present: Lucas Mason (Committee Chair), Software Developer, JRT Mechanical; Ray Nelson (Vice-Chair), Instructor, Cascadia Technical Academy; Tom Strobehn, Owner, Fastech Solutions; Sean Strauss, Founder, Insight Interview

Guests: 

Members Absent: Patrick Earl, Software Developer, MSVC USA

Clark College: Theo Koupelis, Dean of WPTE & STEM, Clark College; Elizabeth Flores, Advisory Coordinator, Clark College; Bruce Elgort, CTEC Instructor, Clark College; Adam Coleman, CTEC Instructor, Clark College 


The meeting began at 8:13 AM, and a quorum was met. 

NEXT MEETING DATE
The committee will meet next on May 29th, 2026. 

MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING
The minutes from the previous meeting on October 24th, 2025, were approved. The fall meeting will be held next on Friday, October 23, 2026, at 8 AM in SCH Room 214. 

COLLEGE UPDATES
Theo welcomed committee members and encouraged the committee to provide Theo with specific questions or concerns ahead of future meetings so college updates could better address committee interests and needs.
Theo shared that the college is currently experiencing approximately a 5% increase in enrollment. Theo stated that there are not many openings at this time and noted that despite ongoing state budget cuts, the college is continuing to move in a positive direction.
Bruce discussed that administrators and faculty are actively working on course planning efforts related to seats available versus seats filled in programs and classes.
Theo added that the college is supporting all programs and is also consolidating program courses when necessary in response to budget realities and enrollment management needs. Theo noted it would be beneficial to better understand the specific needs of individual high schools.
Tom recommended that the college conduct additional outreach focused on local school district needs and community workforce needs.

MEETING SEQUENCES
Sean recommended that the advisory committee hold four meetings per year.
Tom discussed historical meeting patterns and shared that consistent meetings have traditionally been beneficial for the committee and program communication.
Bruce agreed with Tom regarding the value and consistency of regular meetings and the benefits of maintaining engagement with industry partners.
Theo acknowledged the benefits of holding four meetings each year; however, Theo explained that faculty are not required to be available beyond three quarters. Theo also noted that the college cannot compensate advisory committee members because of current budget constraints and shared that the college is already struggling to provide resources needed for existing programs.

PROGRAM UPDATES
Bruce discussed that the college is revisiting the program viability process and shared that data had been collected from both Adam and Bruce as part of the review process.

CURRENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS
Bruce shared that all core web development and coding classes are currently offered primarily in person, with some remote offerings available. Bruce stated that attendance has been good overall and the number of student drops has remained low.
Bruce discussed the importance of gauging whether students are truly engaged in coursework and classroom participation.
Sean stated support for in-person classes.
Tom also expressed support for in-person instruction and the benefits of face-to-face learning environments.
Lucas asked whether faculty had gathered direct student feedback regarding course formats and engagement.
Bruce shared plans to collect student feedback around week five of the term.
Tom discussed the importance of soft skills, communication abilities, and professional credibility for students entering the workforce.
Bruce discussed the increasing number of non-native English-speaking students within the program and asked whether the program should consider accommodations for students delivering presentations in their native language.
Theo recommended requiring one of the communication courses as a prerequisite to help students build presentation and communication skills.
Sean discussed that communicating in English should remain an expectation and prerequisite for the program. Sean also stated there should be opportunities for students to take courses that help develop professional presentation and communication skills.

AI DISCUSSION
Bruce shared that AI is already integrated throughout all courses within the program and students are taught both when and how to use AI appropriately.
Bruce explained that students are also taught “guard rails” regarding what types of information should and should not be shared with AI tools.
Adam discussed assignments that specifically focus on how to appropriately incorporate AI into coursework as well as ethical considerations surrounding AI use.
Bruce stated that AI is embedded across all courses and shared that he does not currently see value in creating a single standalone AI course.
Tom recommended connecting Bruce with community partners and developers currently working within AI-related industries and technologies.

CTEC WORK PLAN
Bruce shared that the CTEC Work Plan discussion would occur during the spring meeting.

Sean’s Report – How to Use AI and Incorporate AI
Sean discussed proposed course outlines and outcomes related to AI education and integration.
Tom stated support for several items included within Sean’s report. Tom shared observations that Clark College appears to be playing catch-up regarding future AI-related coursework and broader AI education efforts.
Tom referenced earlier discussions Bruce had shared regarding robotics in 2019 and stated that innovative thinking is what the college currently needs because innovation is already occurring throughout the marketplace and workforce.
Sean discussed historical contexts related to AI development and emphasized the importance of learning how to effectively use AI prompts.
Bruce reiterated that AI remains “top of mind” within the program and shared that both Bruce and Adam already integrate AI throughout coursework and assignments. Bruce again stated that AI should remain integrated within every course rather than creating a separate standalone AI course.
Tom discussed a previous one-credit course offered through Vista that ran approximately 10 to 11 weeks and suggested that a standalone introductory AI course could still be beneficial as an introduction for students.
Theo stated that AI coursework could also be beneficial within continuing education and noted that other programs are beginning to introduce AI-related courses.
Bruce expressed concerns regarding the constantly changing and fluid nature of AI technologies. Bruce stated that ethics and use of specific products can certainly be taught, but the technology changes rapidly.
Tom shared that he would like to see more education introducing AI concepts, including how to use AI effectively and refine outputs. Tom noted that AI already exists throughout the marketplace and observed that many people are attempting to use it without understanding how to use it effectively.
Lucas stated support for Tom’s suggestions and shared that CTEC-specific AI classes may function more as tools taught within existing classes rather than entirely separate disciplines.
Bruce asked what specific content should actually be taught within an introductory AI course.
Adam asked whether the focus would be ethics and safety.
Sean discussed the variety of AI tools currently available and emphasized the importance of teaching students how to use those tools correctly.
Bruce shared that he would prefer to teach more coding classes and stated that adding a standalone AI course may not provide much additional value because AI is already incorporated throughout coursework. Bruce also noted that the DMA course already provides some of that content.
Theo discussed that faculty across campus are divided regarding AI. Theo noted that some faculty are strongly against it while others enjoy experimenting with it. Theo acknowledged that AI does serve a purpose.
Sean discussed the reluctance many people have toward AI but emphasized that AI is both a threat and an opportunity. Sean stated that AI is already here and urged colleges to move quickly, learn from implementation efforts, and continue improving coursework each semester.
Bruce discussed the broader process of curriculum changes within educational systems and shared concerns regarding ensuring that AI usage does not violate student privacy protections. Bruce reiterated resistance toward creating a completely new curriculum for a standalone AI course each quarter.
Theo discussed that continuing education offerings could be very useful for AI topics and stated that AI is already being incorporated into disciplines that can afford to utilize it. Theo explained that because of credit limitations, Theo generally supports Bruce’s approach of embedding AI within every course. Theo reiterated that the college remains divided on the topic of AI.
Tom asked how faculty identify or catch students using AI to cheat.
Bruce explained that students are required to provide feedback and submit work products demonstrating their own process and understanding.
Adam added that assignments are designed in ways that help faculty evaluate student learning and engagement beyond simply generating AI-produced answers.
Ray shared a link regarding the Generative AI CertiPort certification program and described it as “the new way to work” introducing generative AI foundations certification opportunities.

ACTION ITEMS
Elizabeth will provide committee members with everyone’s email addresses.
Elizabeth confirmed that future committee meetings will occur in the SCH Conference Room.
Bruce will share the DMA AI introductory course information with the committee.
Bruce and Adam will share the updated program map with committee members.
Theo suggested compiling all course titles, course descriptions, outcomes, and expected knowledge into one consolidated file for committee review and planning purposes.

The meeting adjourned at 9:42 AM
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