SBS CC

11/3/2008

3:30-5pm, 1039 Derby Hall

Draft Minutes

Present: Mumy, McGraw, Hobgood, Valle, McCauley, Haddad, Bellair, McDaniel, Nygren, Hallihan, Liddle, Yoho, Nathanson, Weinberg, Ahlqvist, Mansfield

1. 10-20-08 Minutes Unanimously Approved
2. Soc 852  Unanimously Approved
a. There had been a history of concurrence issues with Statistics over this course, but based on hierarchical linear modeling course in Soc that was recently approved, Stats was open to concurrence (pending)

b. Q: What is relationship of this course to Jan Box-Steffensmeier’s work in Political Science, whose book is on the list of texts in for this course? Is she currently teaching a similar course? If she has not already been consulted, she should be. A: Concurrences were sent by department (including Poli Sci) and are past due. ASC C&A Office to send out 1-week reminders to depts. and copy Jan.
c. Q: Is it appropriate for both Poli Sci and Soc. to offer a similar course? A: Yes due to disciplinary specialization tailored to their own students’ needs. Education has also developed such a course and Sociology concurred with it.

d. How many students are expected? Course in its current “Topics” format is filled every quarter; See course form for expected section size.

e. Q: How is Soc. 752, Demographic Analysis, different from this course? A: 752 broad range of demographic theory and methods whereas 852 is more focused.
f. Subsidy level changed to “D” (see subsidy code reference handout from Deborah Haddad)
3. Political Science 545 (discussion postponed pending revisions to GEC rationales and assessment plans)
a. Seeking GEC status (2.B.2. and 4.2) the approval of which is the purview of the appropriate CCI subcommittee(s) although College Curriculum Committees often provide feedback before such requests are approved
b. Other requested changes (name, description) are purview of CCC

General Discussion of GEC courses and approvals: 

· 500-level courses entering the GEC are appropriate for honors (and other high achieving) students because it makes available more challenging GEC options without pre-reqs.
4. Geographic Information Science New B.S. Proposal
a. Context: (Ola Ahlqvist) Demand: Students currently specialize in GIS but without the title on the major. There is a professional demand for this type of graduate, which has triggered the evaluation of the availability of such educational programs to fit demand in the field.
i. Students and employers have trouble locating GIS programs and specializations and this new major would make the specialization very visible for the public. 

ii. The UC-GIS consortium, consisting of approximately 80 universities, was formed to steer the development of this growing field. Consortium worked for many years to identify what a workforce in the GISciences would need to know. They identified a list of core requirements with specializations published in 2006. To date no program has made a concerted effort of this size to accommodate these recommendations and competencies as a complete curriculum for a major.

iii. The Geography Department has a specialized faculty that can cover these topics and is large enough to accommodate this demand.

iv. Q: Are there any other GIS majors in Ohio?  A: There is one program at Ohio University (see p.5 of B.S. GIS proposal) but the curriculum of this major has gaps (as defined by the consortium) that the proposed program at Ohio State would not have. A number of universities have GIS majors, but they are not modeled after these recommendations and are embedded in the current curriculum. Certificate programs exist but these are not as robust as this program would be.
b. Q: What is difference between the proposed B.S. in Spatial Analysis (SA) and the GIS? A: SA would be a regular Geography major with an emphasis in SA, which would still be grounded in the curriculum as a Geography degree, whereas the GIS major is focused on a more professional specialization where a student could go directly into the workforce as an GIS analyst or technician. In that sense the degree is narrower and deeper and some of the Geographic substance matter in a curricular sense. The GIS specialization would be a geographic education with emphasis in the methods and techniques areas of the larger GIScience field.

i. Proposed SA core curriculum is same as GIS major and electives are very similar. On SA specialization a student could not replicate GIS major using electives. Student would need at least one Geography course and could have up to as many as three. Potentially this could be a one-course difference, but there would be little impetus for students to do this because if they choose the GIS, they are choosing the degree for professional purposes.

c. Role of advising: There are approximately 200 majors and dept. is projecting that majors will increase over time, about one third of which will be GIS majors.  
i. If a student wished to pursue a graduate career, they would be advised to choose the SA track in order to get a broader Geographic background.
d. Request for C&A Office to encourage feedback letters from other departments. Becky Mansfield to send original requests to Kate Hallihan to be forwarded under Terry Gustafson’s name.

5. Atmospheric Science New B.S. Proposal

a. Context (Hobgood) : Driven by student demand who want B.S. in Atmospheric Science (graduate degrees currently offered have this focus)

b. Q: Why is this called “Atmospheric Science” instead of “Meteorology”? Within the scientific community, the latter is often considered a subset of the former. Also, “AS” matches up with current nomenclature at this institution and more accurately describes the broader specializations of the faculty here. The names to differ nationally and are sometimes used interchangeably.
c. Q: How many majors are anticipated? A: estimated 91 cumulative after 4 years, which would be larger than the estimated 65 cumulative in the GIS program. Anticipate 10-15 new freshmen. Incremental growth is anticipated early on, which will level off later.  Some programs (Penn State) are very large but most across country are in 50-100 range. This estimate also takes into account faculty support.  The program also, however, currently loses some potential students who want a degree with the AS name on it rather than just “Geography” so this could help with recruitment.
d. Q: How would total Geography majors grow? From 200 to maybe 250, which would be sustainable using current resources.

e. Math 151-255 course requirements: if students do not take these until later in their careers, would that impede their progress to the AS degree? No, 255 is only a pre-req only for advanced climate courses and students would have other Geography course options to take earlier while they were completing their higher-level Math requirements. Students know entering the program are aware that they have to know differential equations in order to attain such a degree.
f. For someone interested in physical geography, the Math requirements are much lower. Climatology track provides this option whereas AS track is for advanced work in Math and Physics.

g. The slightly anticipated increase in students would not have an affect on the MPS course loads, because many of these students are already taking advanced courses in other majors and later change major to Geography.

h. Motion to begin working through course proposals in next meeting, breaking them out by specialization as much as possible. (Wait on considering of “Geog 684 Geographic Applications of Remote Sensing” because that course is being revised after consultation with Civil Engineering program.)

6. Discussion of Curricular Approval Process and Models
a. Roles and structures of various curricular approval bodies are being discussed in CCI (especially College Curriculum Committees (CCC), Curricular Deans, and CCI subcommittees.)
b. Q; What types of curricular requests/issues (if any) may not need (as many) levels of vetting and can go through college office for a case by case decision on whether or not they should go to the full SBS CCC? Currently, Group Studies and Honors Embedded courses very rarely go through CCC. What about things like slight name changes? Number changes?  

c. Concept of Triage: Can the A-Dean meet with proposers before CCC and finesse proposals? 
d. Suggestion: Committee should decide what to delegate on a yearly basis based on an annual curricular digest, i.e. what A-Dean can triage.
i. Comment: In favor of triage for modest number, title changes as judged by dean’s office

ii. Suggestion to have such a digest of the past year’s curricular activity and a discussion at beginning of first meeting of the year to decide what could be fast tracked and under what circumstances.
iii. Further support of triage/fast tracking and citation of the Econ minor going through several levels of approval and visits by faculty presenters from the department which may not have been necessary.

iv. Suggestion to a have a checklist on which to base triage decisions. Such a checklist could include:
1. Group Studies and Flexibly Scheduled
2. Honors Embedded
3. Some Title Changes
4. Some Number Changes
5. Some alignment of credit hours

v. Suggestion for departments to proactively suggest a “fast tracking” option which dean would consider.
vi. College committee chair has final approval and would stay as overseer of any triage decisions.
vii. Each meeting could have announcements of triaged items 

viii. Discussion of balance between trust in faculty authority to create syllabi and potential for substantive contributions of a larger committee
ix. A&S Office to send combined .pdf of models to SBS CCC

