Sub C
4-30-08

UNAPPROVED

Present: Vasey, Breitenberger, Bitters, Berman, Lee

1. Approved the minutes from 4-9 meeting.
2. ES100 and ENR101 – sent back
i. Discussion and questions: (1) How relevant are the two courses? (2) Why are they not in clusters? (3) How does this meet the spirit of sequence? What is the evidence that one course builds on the other? (4) Since there are many other optional pre-reqs, ENR101 can be taken without ES100. It appears that ENR101 does not build on ES100.
ii. Need a stronger rationale: In light of point 4 of the OM p. 25 sequence checklist, (1) please explain how the second course is going to build on the first course; or, (2) provide evidence that the second course cannot be taken without the first course; or (3) provide evidence that students will gain more by taking these particular courses in sequence.
iii. Discussion of the nature/definition of clusters and sequences. Need more guidelines on GEC sequence.
Sent back.

3. Astro 143- ES110 – sent back 

i. discussion of rationale— course content moving from the universe to the earth

ii. Clarification of the last two paragraph on the proposal—why is Anthropology 200 included in the proposal? The assessment plan talks the Before History Cluster, rather than sequence. Are these editing errors?

iii. ES110 has a lot of biology content in the syllabus. How is it a physical science course and a physical science sequence? Speculation—the 110 syllabus is probably evolved over time.

iv. In light of point 4 of the OM p. 25 sequence checklist about pre-req. Explain if the second course is going to build on the first course. How does ES 110 build on Astro 143? How does this meet the spirit of sequence??

Sent back.
4. ES 155- ES 203, 210 – ES155 approved with contingency; 155-203 & 155-210 sent back

(1) ES 155

A. an interesting GEC physical science course. 
B. syllabus p.9 GEC general learning objectives, not course specific objectives. 
C. the course request form should aslo specify the GEC category
Approved with contingency B&C.
(2) ES 155- ES203, 210
A. p.5 of 203 syllabus—should it read “100, 155, or 121” rather than 105?
B. Need the general GEC learning objectives into 203 and 210 syllabi
C. Sequence—how does 203 or 210 build on 155 if 155 is only one of the pre-reqs?
D. 100-level ES courses as common pre-reqs for the 200-level courses: 
It’s nice to give students choices to fulfill their GEC requirements. Is there a common core of the 100-level courses (100, 121, and 155)? If so, should there be an exclusion clause for these 100-levle courses? If it is not the assumption, then please explain the rationale for these courses being the common first steps in the sequences.
Sequences – sent back.

5. Physics major revision— approved
i. Discussion of the main changes—credit hour increase, adding computing course requirement, changing pre-regs to courses

ii. In proposal p.3 last paragraph, Bruce Weide is the “Associate Chair”, not Chair
Approved along with all associated course change requests.
6. Sociology—approved with contingency
i. Intro by Mike-- How does this change affect the majors? It is not removing the requirements, but to allow flexible timing of course taking, which is what happens in reality as the pre-reqs are often waived.
ii. Looks like students are getting more breadth, not depth w/ the change.
iii. Clarification needed: Concerns about removing 487 and 488 as pre-reqs. Are they requirements for the major? If not, then this pre-req removal is a de-facto change of the major, which will need more justification and explanation.
Approved contingent upon the clarification of 487 and 488.
7. Econ Minor revision
i. intro by Mike – basically wanted to change the imbalance weight btw micro and macro econ (micro appeared to be more emphasized)

ii. very terse proposal but ok
Approve.

8. GEC guideline revision

i. Add required credit hours & category requirements
