Sciences CCI Subcommittee
Approved Minutes

Monday, March 02, 2009





9:00-11:00 AM

4187 Smith Lab

ATTENDEES: Mumy, Breitenberger, Harder, Fredal, Soundarajan, Goodman, Severtis, Pride, Bitters
AGENDA:


1. Approve minutes from 2/9/09 (attached) 

· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
2. Animal Sciences 200/H200- response letter (see email) 

· John Harder spoke with Pasha Peffer
· Biggest Animal Sci concern: don’t mess with prereq

· Department has approved an Animal Sci sequence-Bio 101 sequence; has been a precedence in Natural Science sequences not having a prereq; could do this sequence in either order

· This would be for BA students only
· Is the committee comfortable with the language in the letter John wrote?  

· Motion: AS 200 or H200 and Biology 101 would count as a BA-only sequence in Biological Sciences- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

· Ron will update letter and send to Jill
3. Geography 420 (returning)

· Wanted to clarify the contingencies from 1/12/09
· These are not quite contingencies: REPHRASE ONLINE
· Is this a GE physical and natural science course?

· Why a 400-level course vs. any other level?

· Higher rigor; no prereqs; dept history; common in SBS; would hurt their enrollment if it is higher, so they are not trying to subvert students
· Thin assessment plan- assessment survey (indirect measure) of students; results sent to undergrad studies chair; if data indicates course content is not addressing goals of the GEC category, the course will be modified accordingly; also have embedded questions but no mention of how those will be used

· No mention of how the embedded questions address learning outcomes and no examples; send some sample questions that map to the learning outcomes- what are the expectations/performance levels that would be acceptable? I.e., their debate is a great measure of this: include brief grading rubric. How will the results be analyzed to improve the course and student learning?
· Include purpose of the embedded questions in learning outcomes in response to the department- if you have learning outcomes for a course, you should be evaluating the students based on those outcomes; some questions or assignments would already have this in there; grading the papers, 90% of students mentioned the history of science, for example, providing evidence students met these learning outcomes. Map them to the learning outcomes.

· What are the expectations for learning?- How are the pts given for the debate assignment? Link to learning outcomes.
· Greater Subcommittee issue: Are indirect measures OK?  Psych 101 example on the ASC website provides a good example of embedded questions for a GEC course.  Are we doing more here on this course than what we expect in general?
· If someone 10 yrs from now is looking at this course, to see how well the course meets GEC goals, they will likely use:

· Syllabus analysis, student surveys- but how do we know if anyone else is aware that students are learning

· Embedded questions can be placed in mult choice exams & essays

· Intent of embedded questions is to let instructors and departments know that the outcomes are being taught and learned; directly link to a learning objective

· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED MOTION- remove CONTINGENCIES 1 & 3 listed on CRMT site; focusing on point #2 (assessment only)
4. Geography GEC courses

· Course Changes:

· Geog 200 (HNER)

· change to course description; remove level of development; seems to be an evolution of language

· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
· Geog 240 (HNER)
· Change to course description; seems to be moving away from Geography and to Sociology; disciplinary trends; matches title better than previous description; removing the specific examples that may not be course foci anymore, reflected in syllabus; more in the purview of human geography; listed as an elective within Urban, Regional major track
· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
· Geog 400 (Soc Diversity)
· Course title and description change; removed some specificity (ethnicity, urbanization); ethnicity a big part of culture, odd to remove
· Does the title change include an analysis of Mexico? Why change course title if not?  The text itself mentioned US & Canada—concern that the syllabus does not reflect the title change—is it Central America perhaps?
· UNANIMOUSLY SENT BACK
· Geog 430 (HNER)
· Course title, description, contact hrs & prereq changes
· ENR has a concern with course title change (though relatively minor as they express in their letter), removing “Geographical Perspectives” from title; obviously if it is offered by Geog course it involves Geog perspectives; environment means different things to different people

· Change to description; human interaction with environment is an old field

· Remove lab

· Rationale for removal of lab (perhaps they are spreading out what was done in lab)- does this alter their ability to meet the GEC category?
· Remove 210 prereq- rationale- does this alter their ability to meet the GEC category?.  Physical Geography course; pedagogically the lab sounds like hands-on problem solving and field
· UNANIMOUSLY SENT BACK
· Geog 460 (Orgzs/Polities)
· Course title & description; politics of nations, regions & localities seems rather ambitious from “politics of space of…”, adding space to description (related to development) & title; influence of space on politics
· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
· New Course:

· Geog 205 (Individuals & Groups) 
· Required in the new Urban/Regional major track & a GEC for other students
· Assessment plan talks about embedded testing, does not provide specific examples/questions but talks about monitoring and evaluating the embedded testing
· send some sample questions that map to the learning outcomes- what are the expectations/performance levels that would be acceptable?
· TABLED UNTIL NEXT TIME
5. ENR 347
· New guidelines for diversity specifically outline religion- Model curriculum (Babcock report) does not mention religion- When were these changes made?  Did CCI approve this?
· Religious “literacy” is less understood these days; but particular beliefs and understanding of other religions is less understood as religious diversity increases
· Should this be explicitly thought about in this category from this Subcommittee?  Intersection of culture and religion is interesting, but is religion the only criteria for this course in this category?  Should they have a 2nd form of diversity?  
· TABLED UNTIL NEXT TIME
