SBS CC

11/17/2008

3:30-5pm, 1039 Derby Hall

DRAFT

Present: Mumy, McGraw, Bruce, Hobgood, Valle, Haddad, Bellair, McDaniel, Nygren, Lee, Liddle, Yoho, Nathanson; Smith; Cormier
1. ECA Q & A: (Guests from OAA: Randy Smith and Briggs Cormier)
a. Discussion of the role of college curriculum committees in the process and the timing of sharing new proposals: The notification of new course proposals will not be sent to the university until the college curriculum committee approves them.
b. questions about who initiates new course proposals (departmental CCs, departmental chairs, or departmental reps to SBS CC)

c. Concurrence: The system has a two weeks window for comments after the notifications are sent. It opens up the process to people early to take care of the concurrence issue by the wide viewing.
d. Course vetting procedure: Does not change, just transferred to the ECA. There will be flexibility for fast track requests. Briggs can work with special requests. We will be fine tuning the process all along.

2. Approved the minutes of last meeting.
3. Geography course proposals

A. Geo 205—approved
a. A new course on human geography required for the major. Not a pre-req for other more advanced courses. Question about 50% as the cut-off grade for E—is it common in Geography? No hard rules, but about many major courses use 60%.

b. Assessment: Recommend to track how well the students do after taking the course.


c. Will 200 (World regional geography) and 205 be offered at the same time? Yes. There should not be confusion. Students taking both will be able to count only one of them toward their GEC.


d. Content on local geography: “Wk 4: Columbus; WK 5: Ohio State” —it’s for comparison of local points and keeping it real. The committee appreciates the combination of the local and the global in the course.
Approved.


B. 455—new course for one of the new tracks. Preparing the students as the intermediate level course to the 600 level courses. Not a GEC course.
Approved.


C. 600—new course for 3 of the 4 tracks. Not a Capstone course. Prepare the students to grad school in Geography.

Approved.
D. 684—a remote sensing class focusing on Geographical application. Elective in all 4 tracks. Civil Engineering was the concurrence. Will not overlap with the GIS course.  Remote sensing was identified as a needed offering by department’s external review. 
Approved.

E. 688
a. A topics course going into the new GIS major about how the internet revolutionalized the GIS. Potentially an elective in the new GIS major. The course is repeatable.
b. Discussion of course title: Concerns for shifting contents of the course—“Emerging topics” seems dynamic and looks like the instructors can change the content. The course form actually does not have “emerging topics.” The syllabus is an example. That solves the problem. 
c. Syllabus: no reading schedule; text and readings seem ambiguous and do not connect to the schedule. The reading schedule should be specified to help students know the relationship btw the text and the lecture and the reading workload for each week.
Approved with recommendations.
4. Econ grad courses—981 withdrawn from consideration for now, 970 is revised


a. Change based on the change of grad school policy 

b. Department Graduate study chair will determine the credit hours for the pre and post candidacy exam students
changes for 915, 920, 940 and 970 Approved.
5. Psych 662

a. changed to undergrad only (462) and expansion from 3 to 5 credit hours because of the increase of materials; one of interdisciplinary Entrepreneurship Minor

b. looks like organized by the perspectives on these things, rather than organized with topics. The topics were arranged with traditional textbook topics.
Approved.
6. Psych 425


a. intro—a broader course for the major that the dept. never has


b. recommend to include the assigned readings on the syllabus

Approved.

7. Anthropology 650


a. the proposal is ti revive a dead course and the process and will be expedited by Curriculum Office and Jerry Vance (Registrar); offered for Winter 09;  a course both for U/G; requested concurrence from Comp Std.

b. Concerns for how challenging it will be for the undergrad: The course is an intensive course to prepare the students to go into the field and not for everybody. There are different areas of concentrations in the program. Scott will contact Mark about whether there are different project assignments for grad or undergrad students. The committee trusts that the students can make their own judgment on whether they can handle the course work, since it is clearly stated on the syllabus.

c. Programmatical concern: How will this course fit into the overall program? Is there a course like this in other concentrations in the program? How is the program structured? It’s a bigger picture discussion for the department or major revision proposals.

Approved with 1 abstention.
